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TJEFF SEWELL - R&M Tandfl . ‘

From: "Robert Ahlheit" <robert@mail1.nitco.com>
To: igcgwdoma2.oshwmigcpo(JSEWELL)
Date: 6/30/99 8:11AM

Subject: R&M landfill

Couldn't make Tuesdays meeting but wanted to add my comments about subj.ect
landfill.

We are against expanding the West Creek Prairie C/D site.

We need to reduce truck traffic and reduce the fugitive air pollution from
the dust originating at the site.

Bob & Judy Ahlheit
1317 Gatewood Dr.
Lowell, IN 46356
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FACT SHEET

West Creek Prairie Construction/Demolition Site
New Solid Waste Facility Permit Application
Public Meeting
June 29, 1999

INDIANA DEPARTMENT OF EN

' This fact sheet briefly describes the proposed facility, and the solid waste facility permitting process.

Description of Site

The proposed West Creek Prairie Construction /Demolition (C/D) Site is located approximately one and one half
miles west of the corporate limits of the Town of Lowell, Indiana along State Road 2, directly south of the existing
Feddeler Construction/Demolition Site. The proposed facility contains approximately 17.8 acres for disposal. The
facility design includes a minimum of three-foot soil barrier, surface water management systems, erosion and
sedimentation control devices, and a low-permeability clay cover cap. If approved, the maximum elevation of the
final cover will be 772 feet above mean sea level. C/D sites can accept construction/demolition debris, and clean fill
wastes. The proposed site has an expected and planned facility life of 20-21 years.

The Permitting Process

The Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM) is responsible for administering the State's solid
waste regulations (329 IAC 10). Chemists, geologists and engineers from IDEM's Office of Solid and Hazardous
Waste Management evaluate permit applications for compliance with the regulations and make the determination to
grant or deny the permit. By statute, IDEM has 365 days to act on a permit application for a new solid waste
disposal facility. If IDEM requires additional information to evaluate the application, a Request for Additional
Information is issued and the review clock is suspended until the requested information is submitted to IDEM. All
correspondence and information relative to the solid waste facility is available for public review at the public
fileroom location indicated below. Mr. Jeff Sewell, the Permit Manager for this application, is responsible for
overseeing the permitting process and is available to answer your questions concerning this permit application or the
permitting process at (317) 233-5562 or by e-mail at jsewell@dem.state.in.us.

Permit History .

July 13, 1998 - IDEM’s Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management (OSHWM) received a permit
application for the West Creek Prairie C/D Site. ,

July 16, 1998 - OSHWM mailed a Notice of Application to Local Officials, notifying the applicant and local
officials that the application has been received.

August 31, 1998 - OSHWM mailed a Request for Additional Information (RAI). A response to this letter was
received on December 4, 1998.

January 13,1999 - OSHWM mailed a second RAI identifying items that were not complete in the December 4,
1998, response. A response to this letter was received on January 29, 1999, and February 10,
1999.

March 8, 1999 - OSHWM mailed a third RAI identifying items that were still not complete as of the February
10, 1999, response. A response to this letter was received on March 26, 1999.

May 24, 1999 - OSHWM mailed a letter declaring the application complete and initiating the public
participation process.

June 29, 1999 - Public Meeting scheduled by applicant.

To be announced - Public Hearing and 30-day comment period conducted by IDEM.
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The application is currently undergoing technical review. During the permit process additional information and/or
changes may be requested from the applicant.

kY

Public Meeting .

As a requirement of 329 IAC 10-12-1, the applicant for a new solid waste land disposal permit, lateral expansion, or
major modification to a permit is required to hold a public meeting. During the public meeting the applicant must do
the following: :

I. Present a brief description of the location and operation of the proposed facility.
Indicate where copies of the application have been filed.

3. If the applicant proposes a design alternative, the applicant must briefly describe the alternatlve
design. i

4. State that IDEM will accept written comments and questions from the public on the permit
application and announce the address of the department and name of the person accepting comments
on behalf of the department.

5. Provide fact sheets on the proposed facility that have been prepared by the department to the public.

6. Offer the opportunity for public comments and questions.

7. Provide a copy of the published public notice for the public meeting.

This public meeting being conducted by West Creek Prairie, L.L.C. today is to satisfy these requirements.

i Public Hearing

As a requirement of 329 IAC 10-12-1, IDEM will hold a public hearing to provide an opportunity for the public to
make statements, ask questions and provide technical comments to IDEM. IDEM will respond to all public
comments when a permit decision is made. IDEM will consider public comments that are relevant to the
environmental protection acts and the requirements of 329 IAC 10. The public hearing and a 30 day public comment
period have not been scheduled at this time. A public notice announcing a public comment period and a public
hearing will be published in a legal notice in the Lowell Tribune and the Post Tribune and will also be posted on
IDEM’s web page at http://www.state.in.us/IDEM/OSHWM/news.html.

* Public Comments
Written comments may be sent to:

Mr. Jeff Sewell Or by fax to (317) 232-3403

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management Or by e-mail to jsewell@dem.state.in.us
Indiana Department of Environmental Management

100 N. Senate Avenue

- P.O. Box 6015

‘. - Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

The permit application for the West Creek Prairie C/D Site is available at the IDEM file room, 11th floor of
the IGC-North Building, 100 N. Senate Avenue, Indianapolis, Indiana, between 8:15 A.M. and 4:00 P. M.,
‘closed for lunch from 11:45 - 12:45, weekdays (appointments are recommended). The application is also
available at the Lowell Public Library, at 1505 East Commercial Avenue, in Lowell, Indiana, and at the
Lake County Public Library, at 1919 West 81% Avenue, in Merrillville, Indiana.



Lad

stio







IATICY
‘; .;w]'-’i‘e;swp“fu 5

By

L i TN 5 T
SLEERAT b




22Uy |
Cegt Crak Pocire Uy

TOWN OF LOWELL Gk &

501 East Main Street « RPO.Box 157 - Lowell, IN 46356
Phone: 219-696-7794 - Fax: 219-696-7796

E-Mail: Lowell2@xvi.net

RECEIVED

May 13, 1999 NAY ¢ 81999

Mr. Jeff Sewell (N1154) ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGEMENT
Solid Waste Permit Manager SOLID & HAZARDQUS WASTE MANAGEMENT
Indiana Department of Environmental Management '

P.O. Box 6015

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015
Dear Jeff:

On May 10, 1999 the Lowell Town Council voted unanimously to adopt a
resolution opposing the issuance of a permit for R&M Enterprises Inc. to operate
the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Landfill on State Route 2 in West
Creek Township.

Our reasons for opposing the landfill are many, among them, that R&M
Enterprises Inc. currently owns and operates the Feddeler Construction
Demolition Landfill along the north side of State Road 2. R&M officials have
admitted that over the past three years approximately 63 percent of the waste
deposited in the Feddeler landfill has originated from sites outside the State of
Indiana.

Most importantly, both the existing landfill and the proposed dump site are
located less than a mile from Lowell’'s western boundary and poses a severe
threat to our ground water supply and the local environment.

Thank you for your consideration in this very serious matter.

Sincer:

Raymond Raszewski, President
Lowell Town Council

“The friendly town with friendly people”
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RESOLUTION NO. 1999-11

RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE APPROVAL OF A
WEST CREEK PRAIRIE CONSTRUCTION DEMOLITION LANDFILL

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. currently owns and operates the Feddeler
Construction Demolition Landfill located along the north side of State Road 2 in West
Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. has adrﬁitted that over the past three years
approximately 63% of all waste deposited in the Feddeler Construction Demolition
Landfill has originated from sites outside the State of Indiana; and

WHEREAS, on July 13, 1998 R & M Enterprises, Inc. submitted an application
to the Indiana Department if Environmental Management (IDEM) requesting a
construction and operation permit for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
located on State Road 2, West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the initial application submitted by R & M Enterprises, Inc. for the
West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site sought approval for a 60.8 acre
Construction/Demolition Landfill on a 93.7 acres site capable of accommodating 5 million
cubic yard of waste and thereafter said application was revised by IDEM to a 17.8 acre
Landfill capable of accommodating 1.1 million cubic yards of waste; and

WHEREAS, both the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and the
proposed West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site are located less than one mile
from the western boundary of the Town of Lowell, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the permitting of the proposed West Creek Prairie Construction
Demolition Site will substantially increase the threat of pollution to the ground water and
local environment caused by the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and
will also increase the potential harm to the health and safety of the public caused by
dramatic increases in truck traffic along State Road 2 and the surrounding areas.

Pagel
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lowell Town Council as
follows:

That the Indiana Department of Environmental Management deny the application
of R & M Enterprises, Inc. for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
landfill due to the lack of need for such a landfill and/or the irreparable harm and adverse
consequences to the ground water, the environment and the health and safety of the
residents in and around West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana that would result

from permitting said landfill.

RESOLVED AND ADOPTED by the Lowell Town Council on May, 10 1999 by a vote

of 5 in favor, and 0 opposed.

William Duii, Member

| Larry Jus;, MemE ber

ATTEST:
J udit%%alters, Clerk-Treasurer

CAWPSI\LOWELL\ORD-99\LANDFILL.RES
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Notes from the @J/99 Public Meeting held by West (fflk Prairie, LLC.

W.C.P,, L.L.C. represented by Tim Boos(?); Julie Feddeler Brown and Larry Kane (legal counsel
for both West Creek Prairie and R&M Disposal) were present. Mr. Boos sent around a sign-in
sheet to be used later to call on people who had questions, afier giving an ‘idea of what the
meeting was about’. This is a public meeting, which is one of two steps in the IDEM process of
submitting an application for a construction and demolition debris landfill, which does not take
waste from ‘your house’, but principally takes waste from roll-off boxes from renovation,

- remodeling and/or new construction from facilities, buildings and so on.

This meeting is held by the applicant. A later public hearing will be held by IDEM; Mr. Boos

went on to point out that IDEM was represented at this meeting by Jeff Sewell (from IDEM’s
Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management), who would probably answer any questions
posed to him. The IDEM public hearing will be more formal, with a court reporter present, and
questions and comments made at that hearing will be entered into the record and reviewed by
IDEM and responded to in writing. The applicant public meeting is more informal, to inspire
questions and answers and to create a dialog between the applicant and concerned cnt1c1sm from -
the pubhc ‘ o

The 7 IDEM requirements (listed on the IDEM fact sheet) for this meeting were followed:

1) Present a brief description of the location and operation of the proposed facility. Tim
Boos gave the site description by quoting from the IDEM fact sheet: “The proposed West Creek
Prairie Construction/Demolition (C/D) Site is located approximately one and one half miles west
of the corporate limits of the Town of Lowell, Indiana along State Road 2, directly south of the
existing Feddeler Construction/Demolition Site. The proposed facility contains approximately
17.8 acres for disposal. The facility design includes a minimum of three-foot soil barrier, surface
water management systems, erosion and sedimentation control devices, and a low-permeability
clay cover cap. If approved, the maximum elevation of the final cover will be 772 feet above
mean sea level. C/D sites can accept construction/demolition debris, and clean fill wastes. The
proposed site has an expected and planned facility life of 20-21 years.”

- Mr. Boos also stated that the IDEM definition of C/D waste included such items as brick,

concrete, stone, glass, wallboard. lumber, roofing material, and other items which are affixed to -~
the structure being constructed or demolished such as plumbing fixtures and wnrmg and
-non-asbestos insulation.

| 2) Indicate where copies of the application have been filed. Mr. Boos stated that copies of the
application had been filed with IDEM, and copies were available at IDEM’s offices in’ :
Indianapolis, and at the Lake County Public Library in Memllwlle '

3) If the applicant proposes a design alternative, the applicant must briefly describe the -
alternative design. Mr. Boos said that there were no design alternatives proposed.

4) State that IDEM will accept written comments and questions from the public on the
permit application and announce the address of the department MQMY@D _
accepting comments on behalf of the department. Mr. Boos refe eet -

| A 2699

DEPARTMENT OF
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ENVIRONMENTAL MANAGE
SOLID & HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT.



“Notes from th_‘9/99 Public 'Me'eting held by West .ek Prairie, L.L.C.

in that IDEM will accept written comments and questlons from the public on the permlt
application, which should be addressed to:

Mr. Jeff Sewell - ' FAX (317) 232-3403

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Manaoement E-mail: ]seweIICdem state in.us
Indiana Department of Environmental Manaeement

100 N. Senate Avenue '

P.O. Box 6015

Indianapolis, IN 46206-6015

5) Provide fact sheets on the propdsed facility that have been prepared b\. the department
to the public. Mr. Boos pointed out that copies of the IDEM fact sheets were available on the
front table.

7) Provide a copy of the published public notice for: the public meeting. Mr. Boos also
pointed out that there were copies of the published public notices (from the Gary Post Tribune
6/18/99, and the Lowell Tribune 6/22/99) also available on the table.

Mr. Boos pointed out a map on display at the front of the room showing the layout of the
proposed landfill (approximately 17 acres) on the entire property owned by West Creek Prairie
for this facility (approximately 90"acres). He stated that the facility received approval and
conditional use zoning by the Lake County Council in.1997, after which the application was
submitted to IDEM, with the history of the permit listed on the IDEM fact sheet. The original
application to IDEM was submitted July 13, 1998, and since there has been several interactions
with them.

6) Offer the opportunity for public comments and questions. Followed the sign-in sheet for
questions and comments: o

Rick Niemeyer: How many acres were on the original applicatioh?

Tim Boos: The July 13, 1998 application proposed a landfill that was significantly larger than the
one that is being proposed now. There is a law in Indiana called ‘demonstration of need’, which
defines how large a facility may be. We have a different opinion than IDEM on how big that may

be. IDEM won, we lost, so the facility was down snzed This fac111t\, application proposes 17.8
acres. Does that answer your question?

R.N.: What was the original size, and are you saying that the need factor was lowered, is that
why the size was lowered?

T.B.: Yes

R.N.: What was the original size? -



Notes from the"/99 Public Meeting held by West O Prairie, L1.C.

T B.: The ongma] apphcatlon proposed a fill boundary of 60 acres, s0 we ba51cal]y cut it to 1/3
of the ongmal apphcatlon Anything else?

R.N.: One other question, on the traffic issue. About trucks going in and out on the south 51de
are there going to be egress/degress lanes put in, or will it be left the way it is now? '

T.B.: No, it is my understandmg that it is not required that egress/degress or
' acceleratlon/deceleratlon lanes be put in, but we offered to the Lake County Council to do that

R.N.: Are you going to do it?
T.B.: Yes, we stated in the application that we would do it.

Henry Kaszuba: The application is also on file at the Lowell Public Library. What does L.L.C.
stand for in West Creek Prairie, LL.C.? . : ' _

T.B.: I'mnot a lawyer, but I'll give it my best shot. L.L.C. stands for ‘fimited liability
corporation’. There are several different types of corporations according to the federal -
government, C-corps, S-corps, partnerships, L.L.C.s. There might be differences between them.
L.L.C.s were only invented a few years ago. A lot of companies are called L.L.C.s. 1 think
basically, it protects assets in other corporations; beyond that 1 don’t know.

H.K.: Thank you. Will the landfill have groundwater monitoring wells?

T.B.: Yes.

H.K.: Well water monitoring wells to be tested? Or are you talking about boring holes?

T.B.: There are monitoring \.vells' on the property already.

H.K.: Right. But is this landfill going to have monitoring wells for testing the water?

T.B.: You said water wells and then you said groundwater wells and to me, that’s two different
things. Did you mean would we test water at reSIdenceq around the area, or did you mean
monitoring wells on the property?

H.K.: Monitoring wells on the property.

T.B.: Asit is proposed right now, there are monitoring wells on the northeast corner of the
property. IDEM does not require for C/D landfills that monitoring wells be placed around the
perimeter of the waste. At this pomt the application does not propose putting additional

monitoring wells in.

H.K.: The existing wells were put in for an existing landfill, not for the proposed landfill.
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T.B.: Yes.

H.K.: Will there be any leachate collectors?

TB: No.

H.K.: How about gas control systems?

T.B.: No. |

H.K.: Is there a reclamation plan for polluted wells?

T.B.: No. To pick up on the last three answers, in case no one understands, this is the difference
~between a sanitary landfill that takes garbage and a C/D landfill. A methane generation system is
not required because C/D landfill is primarily inert waste. Concrete doesn’t generate methane;
decomposing garbage does. So there’s no requirement to have a methane monitoring system.
There’s no requirement to have a well monitoring system. There’s no requirement that we take
collections. What we have proposed is consistent with regulations in the state of Indiana.right
now. What was the third question?

H.K.: Isthere a reclamation plan for polluted wells?

T.B.: The question was is there a plan in place to provide water wells or to clean up ground
water if it should become polluted by the facility. There is no specific plan in the application.
There are regulations in place. If it were documented that the source of contamination in the
aquifer was the landfill, the owner of the landfill would have to clean up the groundwater.

H.K.: How about a plan for residential drinking water if the wells get polluted?

T.B.: There is already a plan in the application to do that. Aquifers and water wells are really
basically the same thing. The regulations in Indiana would, in effect, require the owner of the
landfill to do any remediation to the aquifer if it were documented that the landfill was the source
of outward contamination. - ’

~ The owner of this landfill will have to continue to maintain this facility and will basically be
responsible for it for perpetuity. The first step that you have to go through is a part of the plan
called a post-closure plan. For 30 years after the last receipt of waste, he’s responsible to monitor
his facility. He’ll have to come out here twice a year, maybe more frequently, just to make sure
everything’s okay. ‘He can’t just run away. Well, let’s say he does run away. He has to post
financial assurance the day he opens his landfill based on some formulas provided by the state of
Indiana to guarantee that there’s money around to take care of this thing after he’s gone. So that
factors into what he’s saying about the water well issue. Even beyond that 30 year period, if you
read the regulations real closely, if the facility ever becomes a nuisance at any time in the future,
.even beyond post-closure, the owner/applicant has to take care of the problem. So, the plan that

7



Notes from the@)9/99 Public Meeting held by West dffk Prairie, LL.C.

you're talkmg about, 1 think that state law as it’s written right now, 1 happen to be on one of the -
committees that helps to draft these laws provldes for those sources of income.

H.K.: Ininitial developmem site of the landfil property, are you going to construct a w exgh -
scale? Isthere a welgh in scale going to be over there?

T.B.: Yes.

H.K.: What ébout a gcale hous.e?

T.B.: Yes.

H.K.: What .at'-)out the office building?

T.B.: 1think we’ll use a trailer. I’ll have to cﬁeck on that.

H.K.: Okay, the house that’s over they’re using now for an office, whose is that office?

T.B.: 1don’t know.
H.K.: Whose is that office is that, though? You think it’s going to be the landfill office?
T.B.: You’re talking about where the office is right now?

T.B.: Let me catch up on these real quick and get some other detailed questions. Yes, there’ll
be a scale, a scale is required by state law and usually we have a scale house that’s connected with
the scale. And third is where the landfill office is going to be - I would presume that Julie’s ofﬁce
will remain in the same building that it’s in now. :

H.K.: When you start digging out the cells, the ground excavation out of the cells will be
stockpiled south of the waste footprint area. Where?

T.B.: I’ll show you on this map, here. We own 90 acres of ground. 1t's got conditional use, so
basically we can store it anywhere we want in there. There are other corollary regulations that we
have to watch. There is some debate on some of the streams that go through there, that Bob
Feddeler actually dug himself, but there’s some debate on whether they’re now regulated or
whether he can fill those in or not. But beyond that, as for now, they can do what they want. If
they want to stockpile soil on'it, as long as it’s in accordance with the Lake County ordinances, as
long as it’s in accordance with state law, they can stockpile soil in there any way they want to.

H.K.: You have flood plains on the south side of that landﬁll where you’re planning to stocl\plle
Are you going to be on the south side of that ditch that runs through there? Supposedly, it’s a
man-made ditch? This is the question I'm asking.

T.B.: It’s the first ditch, is this the one you’re talking about?

g



b Notes from the ‘/99 Public Meeting held by West C“' Prairie, L.L.C.

H.K.: Yes.

T.B.: You probably can see, there’s a dotted line ri'ghfh'ere This represents where the flood
. way boundary is. We can’t encroach on that line, we can’t fill past that line. That was your
question, right? We can’t fill pa<;t this line nght here. :

H.K_.: 1 said flood plain, not flood way.
T.B.: That line is the flood way - we can’t do anything, alter anything east of the line.
H.K.: I'm sorry, flood plain.

T.B.: Beyond the flood way, at the end of our property is called the flood plain. We can do
anything we want in there. If1 build a building in there, 1 have to have flood insurance to do'it,
but I’'m not going to build a building in there. IfI build a landfill in there, if there can be a landfill,
I have to surround it with a dike three feet higher than the flood elevation. That’s what’s
proposed in the apphcatlon Including a stockpile of soil in there wouldn’t pose any regulatory
problems.

H.K.: In the proposed solid waste dump, of the 17.8 acres, how many acres are in the flood
plain? :

T.B.: None of it is in the flood way. 1 don’t know the exact answer on the flood plain. But I
can tell you this: between the IDEM and the Indiana DNR, which is in charge of the waterways in
the state of Indiana, they say what we’re going to do is fine. - They don’t have any objections.
What we’re doing is in accordance with the laws and regulations. So that’s the best answer 1 can
give you.

H.K.: I think the DNR never said that they approved it or disapproved in the letter that you have
in your book. They never approved it. Am I correct?

T.B.: | disagree. - ’ !

H.K.: They said you could build in a flood plain?

T.B.: Yes.

- H.K.: Canyou exp]ain who get-s the tipping fees frbm the landfill?

 T.B. ‘Obviously, the owner of the facility , who invested the money in operating facility and
operating it on a day to-day basis charges the customers, I mean that’s just business, right? 1
mean whether you’re doing that or running a hardware store, it’s the same thing. Now, beyond

that, I think the question is beyond that who does he have to pay money to? ‘There are two sorts
of people he has to pay money to. He has to pay money to Lake County Solid Waste
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Management District and that amount of money is $2.50 per ton. As you probably saw in the
newspaper here not too many months ago, Lake County Solid Waste Management District upped
their fee to $2.50 per every ton they take. They have to pay that. Secondly, I think IDEM gets
$0.15 per ton. 1could be wrong. In essence, they re taxes.

HK.: ] dldn t know that.

T.B.: Yes. It’satax. When Lake County doubled their rate here a few months ago, that’s
“basically just uncontrolled tax. They know, what’s the ownerof the facility going to do? He’s
just going to pass it on. He has to pay, he sets his price according to the market. If everyone in
the county has to pay the same increase, then every customer ends up paying the same amount,
too. Are we getting close to the end, yet?

H.K.: Can I talk about R&M Disposal here? R&M Disposal has advertisements on restaurant
place mats. R&M has garbage service and provides containers for home cleanup and commercial
service.. Where does the debris and the containers go when they get picked up?

T.B.: R&M also picks up garbage. Well, that garbage most likely ends up at the Newton
County landfill, south of here, or goes up to the north county, and goes to a transfer site in the
north part of the county and some of it ends up in a landfill in New Buffalo, Michigan.

H.K.: What happens to the containers-when they pick them up? When people clean out their
" garage, there’s all kind of garbage, paint cans, aerosol cans, all sorts of things that can’t go into
the landfill. What happens to the garbage? ‘

T.B.: Okay. I see what you’re saying. What you’re saying is that if we pick up what should be a
load of C/D waste in a roll off box somewhere, at a remodeling place, if there’s uncontrolled
waste in there, what happens? That’s a legitimate question. 1read to you a list of what C/D
waste is - bricks, lumber, glass, stuff like that. It is not unusual to find garbage, particularly from
a C/D site in the roll off box by the time they go pick it up from somebody’s house.in East
Chicago, Merrillville, or anywhere else. Also, it’s not unusual to find other things that belong as
part of the house demolition, most notably, carpet. If somebody’s going to remodel their house,
they rip that carpet out and throw it into the roll off box. That's not C/D waste, even though it’s
part of a remodeling job. What happens on a full time basis, right now at R&M, at the Feddeler
landfill, people pick through that stuff and pull out what is not allowed. And I went out there this
afternoon and looked at it myself. There was another full roll off box of stuff that had been to be
picked up and hauled down to Newton County. This is basically rejects Because they’re not

~ allowed to take it. You can’t sort through the thing while it’s SJttmg in front of somebody’s -
house in Lowell, or Merrillville, or anywhere else. The) re going to have a conniption fit. They'd -
say ‘Hey, you were paid to pick up my stuff, now you’re taking stuff out of the box’. 1know
having friends that are contractors, its a big problem, they’ll get a roll off box, put it in front of the’
house, and come Monday, it’ll be full of stuff they didn’t put there. So, it happens. It’s a part of
doing business. We’re routinely inspected by IDEM. In fact, I've reviewed some of the most
recent inspection reports by IDEM, and they noted that R&Mdid a very, very good job of sorting
out the unacceptable waste. Answer your question?



Notes from th&9l99 Public Meeting held by \\’e;t“ek Prairie, L.L.C.

" H.K.: Is there recycling being done?

- T.B.: My understanding is that they are allowed to do salvagmg to pull copper rubber, steel
iron, and concrete out of the C/D waste. 1 think that’s recycling.

Jim Johnson: 1 have two questions and I’ d like to make a statement. One 1s what is the ele\atlon
above sea level of State Route 2? :

T.B.: About 680 feet.

J.J.: So, when it states in here that the maximum elevation would be 772 feet, that would be
over 90 feet above State Route 27?

T.B.: Yes.

J.J.: How can anyone change the contour of the land that much on the surrounding nexghbors
I don’t understand that. :

J.J.: Twas wondermg about the test of the wells. It’s always been referenced that this testing is
based on L&M or other companies. Who checks on the them? 1t’s like the fox g guarding the hen
house. - :

T.B.: Inresponse to the question about the groundwater monitoring, the fox guarding the hen
house, the groundwater sample can’t be collected by the owner himsell. He has to hire a third
party to do the work and the work that they did comes to an analytical laboratory who takes the
water sample and analyzes it. Then they take the data and/or submit it to a licensed professional
geologist in the state of Indiana who reviews the work and certifies it as true and accurate. So the
question is legitimate in that regard, with that type of process has been set up to make sure that
shenanigans aren’t happening with the water testing..

J.J.: - When you take a flood plain, particularly like that area and fill it in, the water is no longer
going to be able to go there. 1t’s going to go someplace else. When there’s a problem in that
area. who is going to correct that?

T.B.: That probably deserves a longer answer that I probably should have got to before but I
didn’t. In common parlance, for all of us sitting at home, a flood plain’s a flood plain, it’s what
you see on TV, it’s what floods, it’s what does this and that. In technical terms of an engineer, a
flood plain doesn’t really mean the same thing. There’s three different terms that we use. The
flood way is basically the body of the river. The next term is the flood plain that you’re talking
about. The third term is the flood way fringe. Those three things are different from what you’re
talking about. In the state of Indiana and most of the states around us, we’re not in the flood
‘way. The flood way is the area that if you fill that in, you run the potential of flooding someone .
else out downstream or across the river, or whatever it is. That’s what the normal parlance of the
-newspapers call the flood plain. That’s not the flood plain, it’s the flood way. 1t’s a little different
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from that. We’re not allowed to build in the flood way. That’s along the line you see on the map'. :

H.K.: Idon’t think you answered my question. I asked what happened to the flood plain, that -
drains down toward the creek, the river. That’s what we’re concerned about. You guys are
filling up the flood plain. What’s going to happen to all the people down the way? If you take all
the water that flows down to the ditch, and it’s not going to disperse, it’s going to overflow the
creek, the river - that’s the flood plain. You’re going to fill in about 11.8 acres of flood plain. -
Not flood way, flood plain. The county just built an 8@ acre pond over there to alleviate flooding,
and you guys are filling more in. That just doesn’t make sense.

T.B: We’ll agree to disagree, okay? We’re doing what’s required by the county ordinance and -
the state law.

Martin: Has the revised plan for 17 acres been approved» by the surveyor’s office?
T.B.: 1don’t know. The proposal Qas submitted for 60 acres.

M; Streams have been changed.

T.B.: We didn’t need to submit the change.

Bruce Bartlett: What about the roll off boxes sitting on the land that was illegally filled in? A
cease and desist order was issued by the Drainage Board. Do you have a permit from the Army
Corps of Engineers?

T.B.: The question was with the part of the property closest to Route 2, there are some roll off
boxes that are still in there right now and some semi trailers. And that Mr. Feddeler at one point
had put some fill in there and was ordered to cease and desist filling in that area because some of
it may have encroached into the flood way. We talked about this earlier today. He stopped filling
and we haven’t heard anything from them since. Apparently they’re satisfied, maybe they’re not
satisfied, but we stopped and complied with their request. What you’re talking about has nothing
to do with flood plain, it has to do with wetlands. 2 '

B.B. The question has to do with whether you need to obtain a permit from the ACE under .
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act or Section 10 of the Rivers and Parks Act. -

T.B.: Section 404 of the Clean Water Act pertains to wetlands. The ACE is involved in the
flood plain. of the Mississippi River because it truly is a navigable river. Anything that’s navigable,
the Corps of Engineers has primary authority over. When you get to this level down here, it’s the
DNR. It’s typically what happens, it’s delegated to the state government. When you get to this
level here, what you call an ephemeral stream, or an intermittent stream, the authority is delegated
to the Drainage Board of the county. In a small county, the Drainage Board is the county '
surveyor. We’ve been to the Drainage Board, we’ve been to the DNR. This letter here says you
may have to obtain a permit from the Corps of Engineers. We’re in communication with the -
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Corps of Engineers. Regarding 404, there are no mapped wetlands on our property. We’re
waiting for a response from them to confirm that. '

B.B: Inapproving the application process, the demonstraﬁon of need for the landfill, what
year’s figures did you use? ' - ‘

T.B: The question, if everyone understands it, is about demonstration of need and the size of
the facility as related to the gate receipts at the current facility and basically the law contemplates
that if you are an existing landfill, an existing transfer station, or whatever, and you take x tons
per day, they will grant you an expansion based on that volume to continue the business you
already have. The question was what year did we base that on, we based that on the most recent
year that we had data available, which was probably mostly 1997-98. receipts. The fact is since
that time the gate receipts at the facility are up 50% since then, which is consistent with the -
Chicago Tribune, did you see that Sunday, that said that northwest Indiana is experiencing the
hottest real estate market it’s ever seen before. That relates directly to us - in the C/D landfill.
That’s where that stuff goes. :

B.B: In the 1998 Summary of Indiana Solid Waste Facility Data, published by IDEM, out of the
total tons for C/D landfills in Indiana of 192,713 tons, Feddeler disposed of 45,661 tons, making
it the second largest site in Indiana. The percentage of the state total of total weight was 23%.

- The total out of state waste accepted was 29,234 tons. The Feddeler out of state C/D tonnage
was 26,566 tons, which means that approximately 90% of the total out of state C/D waste was
buried at Feddeler’s. How does that effect the real estate market in northwest Indiana?

T.B.: The question ‘how does that’ relates to your own data. Those numbers aren’t even valid
anymore. The amount of out of state waste that goes to Feddeler’s is significantly less than that.
1t’s recorded in the quarterly reports. If you’d care to take a look at it, 1’d be happy to have you
look at it.

B.B: This is for you, Julie. Are you currently filing quarterly reports to the state of Indiana as
to the tonnage vou weigh? Are they being submitted prior to 420 days late at this time? '

Julie Feddeler Brown: Yes.

Linda Cosgrove: You mentioned the 772 foot elevation upon final closure, what is the base
elevation of the landfill? '

T.B.: That was similar to the question the gentleman had up here. Approximate elevation
around the facility is 680-685 feet. The approximate final top elevation is 772.

Stephanie Hildebrand: Why would you put five monitoring wells all in the same general
vicinity? ' ' :

T.B.: The question is why are the wells all clustered right in here. ‘The geology beneath tﬁe'
facility - the upper 20-25 feet is predominantly clay, which is desirable for a landfill facility.
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Underneath that is a sand lens. Ina those locations right there, the sand lens was not always
prevalent, so we asked them to keep moving it around, IDEM did, until they found it. So we
ended up with several monitoring wells in the same corner. 1 would agree that it looks kind of
goofy.

- S.H.: Isn’t those, the ones who drd the report to the So]:d Waste District, they didn’t l\noxx
which way the water ran for the chkor} Hills landfill?

T.B.: No.

S.H.: Is the elevation where the wells will be higher than the elevation of the proposed solid
waste boundary? And wasn’t Boos involved in the Hickory Hills groundwater study?

T.B.: Are the wells higher than the bottom of the landfill? No, they re not. The landfill
excavation is only roughly, it slopes from one'end to the other, so, in the ground, we’re on going
to dig approximately 6-10 feet, the deepest is 11 feet, and, as I said, the sand seam is generally 20
feet below. Does that answer your question? And the other question you had was 1 involved in

- the Hickory Hills groundwater study - I did the need assessment. Coleman & Associates did the
groundwater study that you were talking about. 1did work for Lake County Solid Waste District
to assess the need for Lake County and how much disposal space they need, but 1 didn’t do the
groundwater one. 1 hope I’d remember if' 1 did it.

- ??2:  (for J.F.B.) How close to the proposed site do you live? -
J.F.B.: About ¥4 mile.

??: I have a question for you - how would you like to wake up in the morning and look at
something 90 foot higher than it was when you started? How would you like to look at that?

Jim Barnhart: The first question 1 have, you mdicated that, or insinuated anyway that whatever
the actual size of the containment area of 17.8 acres - is there future expansion, can it be
expanded, can a permit for expansion, of that or is the question to ]DE\1 is that it, on that
property or can it be expanded further?

T.B.: As it stands right now, if the need can be demonstrated, which is the drscussmn we’ve had
here several times, yes, it could be expanded.

J.B.: Okay, my second question is you indicated that the current one there without expansion is
supposed to be open for 20-21 years. When you talk about sedimentation control devices, when
you have that much exposed soil for 21 years, you can put the older dirt that you dig out
anywhere you want on the property, but how are you going to control 21 years worth of erosion ’
effectively?

T.B.: Sedimentation and erosion controls are watched by IDEM. They require that you put in -
storm water sedimentation basins in, that’s the green thing in the upper right hand corner, by the
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blue thing, I’'m sorry, that try to control the sedimentation and the water flow around the facility.
Routine inspections beyond IDEM checking on you to make sure that you’ve done an adequate
job of sedimentation. Routine inspections are handled by what used to be the U.S. Soil
Conservation Service, they changed their name to something else recently, I don’t know the
acronym, but it used to be Soil Conservation, which is your county extension, the same guys that
go out and check farmers’ soil and things like that. They come by at least once a year because
they’ve been contracted by state authorities to come out and inspect facilities and they can write
you up and say hey, you're not doing what you said you were going to do, or you’re not doing an
adequate job of erosion control and sedimentation control. IDEM has rules in place; that say
things like if you have a stockpile of soil and it’s going to be there for more than, 1 forget the
time, 6 months - 1 year, it must be seeded. Between IDEM and the Soil Conservation, there are
several regulations and rules that you have to follow. '

J.B.: That’s interesting, because on the existing landfill, there’s a huge mountain of exposed
soil, and I’ve never seen it seeded yet, so apparently, they don’t follow up on their regulations, or
fine anybody. - Another question I had, probably for IDEM (to Jeff Sewell) - do past operating
practices, and it’s basically one and the same on both sides of the road, are their history of
operations, citations, fines, and all that stuff, taken into account in the permitting process?

JUS.: Yes. Yes, they are.

T.B.: Let me go back to the other question you had. IDEM, with R&M, has addressed the soil
stockpile in the existing facility. There is a requirement we agreed to at the time. We submitted
an erosion control plan for that part of the facility, for the stockpile, sometime this spring. We’ve
been inspected twice since then, we actually brought out the IDEM inspector and said okay, let’s
walk through this, what would you like to see here. what can we get done? On that stockpile on
the north end of the landfill. The first meeting was probably some time in April, might have been
right around May 1st, and the same inspector returned on June 17, twelve days ago. He saw
some of the requirements that he asked for - there’s a silt fence around probably 2/3 of it; he
requested that we re-grade the top of it to try to get the water to drain to west, towards the
railroad tracks and that we put a sedimentation basin in there. The basin is being constructed as
we speak. June 17th, shortly after the meeting. in the write-up, he said, checking off ‘yes, yes,
you’ve done this, you've done this, you’re well on the way”, he didn’t say we're done, we don’t.
say we’re done, either, but work is being addressed and that’s part of what your comment was
before. '

J.B.: Ifound it interesting when you were talking about the monitoring wells and I think you
indicated that the Feddelers had put them in voluntarily. It was curious to me why you wouldn’t -
~put any monitoring wells in downstream from the proposed landfill facility.

T.B.: Two answers to that question. First of all, the monitoring wells in the lower right hand
corner that we discussed earlier, are related to the existing facility across the street. They were
put in voluntarily, the reason was concern about all the Globe waste that went into this facility _
previously. This brings up a good point that the current application as proposed, proposes not to -
take any Globe waste, which they stopped taking several years ago. ‘So that was part of IDEM’s
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concern, as to why those monitoring w ells went in there. . Right now, the other dots on that map,

could function as monitoring wells if they needed to. So that what we call a 7-ometer, temporary,
but constructed exactly like a momtorma well is. More than likely no water monitoring is going
to go on.

J.B.: My last comment is that it’s very important that all of \ou understand that it’s extremely
important to, whatever is said here, that you write thns down and send it to the guy from IDEM
That’s very important - everybody does that.

Rosemary Michalek: Excuse my ignorance on these questions. A couple of basic questions. - 1
need to understand exactly what materials they’re bringing in there. Previous construction -

material, and what else? Will other chemicals also be brought to them within those materials that

would be consndered toxic by the authorities?

T.B.: The facility will be called a C/D waste landfill. They will take materials that are left over
from construction and materials that come from demolition. 1 read to you earlier from the list of -
what is allowed and what isn’t allowed.

R.M.: Perhaps I missed that list, but in any case, you have a contract that says you can only bring
certain items? And that can’t change for the duration of the contract, correct?

T.B.: Yes.

Randy Lukasic: 1don’t know what I want to say, I’ve got a lot of things on my mind. First of
all, I want to let you know I’ve been married 25 years and 1 currently operate a shooting preserve.
When 1 first came down to this area, ] had remonstrators. What 1 did was, at the time, 1 didn"t
understand what the problems were. Now, 25 years later, 1 do understand. My neighbors at the
time, were my remonstrators, have learned and we have grown together, sharing our kids, raising
them up together, we have become friends. There might not be a correlation to this landfill issue,
but I'm currently employed by R&M Landfill, the Disposal. 1 recall a couple of times going
down to a local coflee shop, talking amongst friends 1 have known for many vears. Once 1
became an employee, I became something of an outcast. Some of these folks are in this room
today. 1 understand some of your complaints. - The high hill mentioned, adjacent neighbors having
some kind of complaint. And I also didn’t understand why | was seeing some trucks from lllinois
coming into the landfill; at first 1 was real concerned. Now that 1 have been employed here for
approximately 3 months, my thoughts have changed. I’m sure some of you are thinking ‘he’s
getting paid by the company’ - I am, along with 18-20 other families, The Feddeler family was
born and raised here, they went to school with a lot of folks. 1 know Bob Feddeler umpired for
many years. 1know he’s donated to the town of Lowell. 1 know what kind of people they are,
and I understand his kids are taking over the business. They aren’t going to.allow anything in this
landfill that’s going to be toxic, anything that’s going to be hazardous, anything that’s going to
get them into any type of trouble with the state. They have to make a hvmg too, they have to’
raise their family. What 1 find hard is that someone would try to come in and turn down their
dream, like they did with me. Being again an employee, 1 ask any of you folks to come out and
look; look and see, I had my thoughts, also. lllinois, yeah, there’s trucks coming in there, we’re
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four miles from the state line. There’s other businesses up and down the road here and some
folks here that are in business and live close to the landfill, that have 1llinois people dealing with
them. 1haven't heard no mention of that. When you come out to the landfill as I did and I saw’
that pile of debris, such as metal, and I saw a pile of mattresses, and I saw a pile of bed cushions,
anything that we can’t take, I see that set to the side. And I see tires out there. Some of the
questions about what comes into the landfill, 1 didn’t know either, myself. Now I'm concerned
myself. To try to end this, the I understand the adjacent landowners may have a legitimate bitch,
with their property values. I think at any given time, if that were to happen to me 25 years ago, if
my nelghbors were to come up to me and say w hat are you doing, we’d like to understand and see
what you’re doing, 1°d show them, I’d prove to them that my operation running on a day to day
basis, I have no complaints. I just wish that some of the people would put more of their time and
efforts toward the landfill that’s going to have garbage in it, and we all know which one that is.
In the situation here, bricks, block, wood, any item we cannot take is taken out. Someone
mentioned a little bit of garbage; very seldom do you see any garbage in the dumpsters - 1 sweep
them out. 1 eat dust - all the stuff goes in and is covered. 1 didn’t get paid to come down and -
talk. T just wanted to voice my opinion and 1 think that the people that are here, again adjacent
landowners that have legitimate gripes, come down see the operation, see what it’s all about.
Some of the other folks I think you should spend a little more of your time and your efforts on the
landfill that will take garbage. Thanks for your time.

H.K.: That was very nice, and 1 suppose they appreciate it. 1 was one of the neighbors that went
out there a couple of years ago, taking pictures of their landfill and a couple of them came up
after me; they threatened my life. Is that good neighbor policy? Is that a good neighbor policy?
They even sent the game warden out there; they told the game warden that 1 was out there
shooting in their landfill. 1s that a good policy? Thank you.

J.J.: . T can appreciate what you're saying but you would also appreciate that 90 feet high is
taller than the towers a couple of miles to the north of State Route 2. 90 feét - 1 can’t believe that
anyone could change the contour of the land, let alone what else is going in.

??: I have a few questions - the transfer stations. Do you take waste from transfer statmn% ‘
coming out of lllinois?

T.B.: Yes.

??: What’s happening, that’s probably why your percentages are down, because they lose the
fact that it’s coming from Illinois. Once it hits the transfer stations, we bomb out on the other
landfills; they have no record of where it comes from after that. So the records that say it comes
from Indiana could be very invalid and you’re saying it’s less than 2 years ago. Well, they add on
other stuff and they may put down that it’s from Indiana, not Il]mms

T.B.: Let me answer that one first - the real reason the percentages are significantly changed _
doesn’t have anything to do with transfer stations. Two or three years ago, Feddelers basically
owned the landfill. Didn’t own many trucks, didn’t own many roll off boxes. Today, they own
over 300 roll off boxes. What we’re saying is the percentage changed, because they don’t need to
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- rely on Illinois stuff-any more, because they’re gettmg business right here in Lake County with
their own trucks and their own roll off boxes. So we are accurate on the percentages

Gerry Scheub: You also said you've been before the Drainage Board. I've been the president
- of the Drainage Board for the last 2 %% vears. 1 just want to know when were you there and what
approval you got or what transpired? Because I don’t recall.

T.B.: 1 don’t have the exact case, but 1 can somewhat qualitatively answer that question. Lake
County hired a firm called Chris Burke Engineering to review the preliminary plan and that was
done and there was a letter of response from the county surveyor prior to the County Council
approval for the conditional use. I'm saying that wrong, they call that PVB here, or something?
Basically, conditional use with special conditions - that was done in June of 1997. So the work
with Chris Burke Engineering, who happens to be a competitor of mine, a specialist in storm
water and water control issues, had been prior to the County approval.

G.S.: It didn’t go to the Drainage Board, it went to the surveyor, but not to me.
T.B.: I can show you the documents that we have, if you want to see those.
G.S.: Yes, I’d like to see those.

T.B.: Okay but Chris Burke Engineering basically does nouthing but water engineering, so that’s
why 1 said that.

G.S.: 7

R.N.: The letter that 1 saw when the application was made for the original C/D permit, was the
letter from George Van Til, the county surveyor, which said it in his opinion, it wasn’t a Drainage
Board issue without parameters. That was accepted, as ] understand, by the County Council as
recommendation that they didn’t need to go before the Drainage Board. Prior to that and - _
probably 3 - 4 years ago, before Mr. Scheub came into office, they did make an application that
was withdrawn, basically because the county did go looking for Drainage Board approval. So the
Drainage Board never heard this plan the way 1 understand it. The surveyor said they did not
need to hear it. The information we received before when we were fighting this on the permit
level - it’s the only letter we ever saw.

Karen Kales: 1 live across the street from the north side of that small subdivision and I know no
one, so, this is in no way personal. My question is, you have the existing stockpile on the north
side. And in all respect, Mrs. Brown, and my daughter sold you Girl Scout cookies, so this is not
personal, please believe me, but you have a beautiful tree line that separates your property from
this stockpile of dirt. Ilook out my kitchen window every day and sée this stockpile of dirt. 1
lost my sunset. So I can see where the people are concerned of the south side getting this landfill.
I know you have put some procedures in place for the stockpile of dirt and the drain basin and
sediment stuff and that’s fine, and leveling off the top. But still, this is Mount Mud to me. 1
mean, do you have any plans to grass, to return it to its natural state, with grass, anything? I'm
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' ﬁg‘ht fugitive dust in my home ever day. So, I can see where they’re concerned about having a
larger pile of dirt. 1just need an answer. And, as 1 said, this is not personal, this is just a concern
of mine. = ' o

- T.B.: The one question there about whether we’re going to sod it or not. That was part of the

- plan that we talked to the gentleman over here about. This IDEM inspector came out twice and
we went through a list of what he’d like to see for us to do with that stockpile. Part of the'reason
‘why nothing has been done at this point was that a portion of that dirt will be removed from there
to put back onto the landfill when it closes up. which will be fairly soon. 1 can’t give you a date, 1
don’t know when that will be. But it’s soon. - '

K.K.: 7

T.B.: Tdon’t want to misspeak and give you the wrong answer. If you want to tell me your
- name, I"d be happy to write it down and we’ll get back to you. The second part of it, what does

remain there - part of IDEM’s plan was to get some vegetation on it. Which means to seed.
Okay? ' ' o

K.K.: 7

T.B.: No, that’s what I said - a portion of that soil is planned to go back onto the land fill as
- final cover. Now, I said I don’t want to misspeak ‘at the moment.

??: It’s my understanding that there are no monitoring wells required for the clean use facility,
is that correct? :

T.B.: That’s correct:
??: Why are there monitoring wells south of the existing facility on Highway 27

T.B.: They were trying to understand the geological ?? at the existing facility and neither of
those monitoring wells at the existing facility are related to the Globe waste. If you had a
restricted site right now, there is another classification of landfill in Indiana, if it's a landfill that
takes a bunch of industrial waste, it can be called a restricted waste site, which is different from a
C/D landfill. This landfill started out a little bit of both, long before that regulation ever existed.
There wasn’t a definition or difference between restricted and C/D. So, now there is a C/D only
facility, there is still a concern about the Globe waste that went in there long before those
regulations existed. So, IDEM came to Feddeler’s and said : Look, we’d like to put some
monitoring wells in, try to see if the Globe waste is having any impact on ??. ‘

?7: . The stockpile that is existing on the north side now, how high is that? How high is the
stockpile behind your house now?

’I“.B.:‘ About 3.5-40 feet.
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??:  That’s all? I’d like all of you to go by there and see this 35-40 foot hill behind these
peoples’ residences. 1 don’t think this would be a nice contribution to our community. 1t’s quite
unsightly. Not something you’d want in your back yard. My question also, on this 17. 8 acres, is
that where the landfill will be, and the stockpile for that will be south of that?

T.B.:- Yes.
??: Okay, apprommately how- far off of Route 2 will thm cecond stocl\plle be started?

T.B.: The stockpile most likely would be to the left on that dramng, which would make it
further away from State Road 2 than the 17.8 acre landfill.

22: . lunderstand that. How far away from Route 2?

T.B.: - I'm sorry, I work with this gentleman right here, I'll try to get you a numerical answer
here. On the outside answer, in a quick sense, and 1 apologize we don’t have the exact number
for you. Basically, off of Route 6 here, my understanding that that’s about, or I'm sorry, Route 2
that this is approximately about 600 feet right here. This will probably be about another 1,000,
1,200 feet. Two thousand feet? That it? No, down to the creek. That’s 2,000 feet here? That’s
2,000 feet, so that’s almost half a mile off the road. You can see relative proportion, that’s
probably 500, 600 feet there, then the landfill. The soil stockpiles would most hl\el\ be here, and
here. Any other questions?

John Russell: I live directly west of the proposed landfill. Those three ditches come in from our
Jand. 1 have had problems with that middle one with blockage, on the east side. What’s going to
happen if they start stockpiling dirt on that, south of that landfill? Are they going to block up
those ditches again, where we’re going to have problems backing up into us? 1 don’t want it.

" T.B.: Well, as I said earlier, there’s debate about whether we can do anything with those
ditches. As it stands right now, may 1 finish, I’'m trying to answer your question. As it stands
right now, it’s IDEM’s contention that we cannot alter the flow of these ditches at all. There is
no proposal to alter the flow of these ditches whatsoever. Okay?

J.R.:  Number 2 - us adjacent landowners, are we going to be allowed. any time that we'vwant to.
to come in and see what’s coming in there? If not, I think we should be allowed to do it.

T.B.: Yeah, as it stands right now, if somebody wants to see the operation, my understanding is
to relay that to Julie, she’d be happy to have you come in, she 1l take you to the working place.
Has anybody else not asked a question, first? : :

Mr. Krucina: As you know, there’s a pretty good-sized subdivision just south of your 90 foot
pile of dirt. Most of those people over there have a good size of their income in their homes.
Most of those people are coming close to retirement age. A lot of these people would liketo
move and live comfortable in retirement. What do you say to these people when they can’t sell
their house? Because, who’s going to want to buy a house, when a prospective buyer comes up

11

s -



Notes from the /99 Public Meeting held by West @k Prairie. L.LC.

there, and says: Mv God, what’s that 90 foot thing back there? Oh, that’s a dump. You can bet
your booties that he’s going to go someplace else in Lake County and buy a home, where there’s
no dump We’ll be stuck in that subdivision, with a worthless house.

T.B.: Anybody else?

- R.L.: D’dlike to comment on that there, what that gentleman was referring to. What about the
Feddeler boys? And the girls? What about their families? What kind of living can thev make?
Why should they be shut down? What about the employees again, all the families that they
feeding? 1understand it’s like the airport, same thing with the airport, moving next to an anrport
and such Progress is progress. It’s not their fault ‘ ¢

Mrs. Krucina: 1'd like to know how the right of one business can supersedé x number of
homeowners who thoroughly do not want this in their back yard? What gives the state or the
business the priority over - I thought the majority would rule. ‘1 mean, we all do not want this; we
are adjacent landowners. I have the first house south of the dump. Idon’t want the garba"e to
come down the creek flooding into my back yard. I moved out there because I wanted a nice,
peaceful country setting. I wanted to be able to live there without seeing garbage. That’s why we
moved out of north region. We came down here, we wanted quiet. We don’t want to hear
machines running. But yet, you are going to take all of that away from us, as well as our property
values plus the contamination of our wells, possibly.

T.B.: Okay, is there anybody who hasn’t had a question yet?
2?: You mentioned Globe waste - is that hazardous waste?

T.B.: My understanding of it is that it is not. My understanding is that it is taken to Newton
County landfill right now, which is not allowed to take hazardous waste, so therefore, according
to the state of Indiana, it is not hazardous waste.

B.B: T've got one question and one comment. Number one - isn’t the primary concern at the
existing landfill not necessarily Globe waste, but chemicals that were dumped there in the 1960°s
from Michigan and other places, fully documented by IDEM?

T.B.: 1don’t know that there’s been anything documented by IDEM. We’ve discussed this
issue before. There’s an allegation, there’s loose discussion that perhaps some things went in
there. There’s no concrete evidence that says that any Michigan waste or anything else went in
there that shouldn’t have gone in there. 1 can tell you this much: is that what rules that operated
at any landfill in the 1960’s vs. the 1970°s vs. the 1980’s and then again vs. the 1990’s are
completely different. It’s night and day. Okay? ,

B.B.: Did you state that some of the wells that are de51gnated ? are to be used as groundwater
monitoring wells?

T.B.: Yes.
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B.B.: How is that possible, when the existing aquifer that runs to the south and southeast of the
current 9, 7, 2, and 11 wells? They run to the southeast or to the south-southeast. Oﬁ of the
property.

T.B.: Sir, water rolls, moves everywhere in the world, not just off of this property, okay? The -
monitoring wells here, that we were talking about, these wells have the potential to be converted
to monitoring wells, yes. If the state requires us to put additional wells in over here, then that’s
what we’ll have to do. Any other questions? We’'ll take a couple more, I think everyone’s had a
chance. You’re going to wear me out before long, so...

M.: My question is, is that well at that Farm Bureau Co-op there the distance required aw a)
from the dump? :

T. B There is a setback to water wells or well< used for a residence or dwellings, and we do
meet that setback requirement.

M.: The' other question is, if there is no scale at the dump now,
T.B.: vThere is a scale at the dump.

M.: They’rc weighing every truck?

T.B.: Yes.

M.:  Okay, I'm misinformed, then.

H.K.: I’d like to fill you in a little bit on the zone change they got for the C/D dump. They went
for a zone change to the County for the C/D dump for the whole 93 acres, | was 92 acres at that
time, 93 acres. That’s the letter that you were telling Mr. Scheub aboul w“gﬁa@ub over
there, about somehow taking a look at plans, and so forth. Well, then it was. we fought the

¥2-mile rule, from that it was cut down to 60 acres. Now, IDEM says you go down to 18 acres,
let’s call it. So, the landfill has not been, as far as I'm concemed okayed by nobody bccame
nobody looked at the plan. The surveyor didn’t, the Drainage Board didn’t.

Number 2 - you were talking about sedimentation? Okay, the DNR takes care of sedimentation
of land. - The DNR and IDEM and Soil & Water goes out there and they check the landfill. In the
last 2 ¥ years, they have checked twice a year, and out of the last 2 ¥ years, that there would
make 5 times that they were checked in the last 2 ¥2 years for sedimentation and erosion. In that
period of time, of 2 4 years and 5 inspections, they were not in compliance 9 times out of 10
times, they were in noncompliance. Twice a year, twice a year, ten times, I'm sorry. Five tlmes
twice a year, so that makes ten times.

T.B: Allright, this will be the last gentleman. We seem to have gone around, everyone seems
to keep discussing the same issues. There’ll be a point in time, whether it’s this landfill or a

L9



Notes from the ”9/99 Public Meeting held by West C’I\ Prairie, L.L.C.

shopping mall, or expansion of U.S. 30, or whatever it’s going to be, certain people are going to
agree to disagree. Okay, and that’s certainly in evervone’s purview to do that. Okay? We tried
to give you guys some answers to some questions tonight. Hopefully, some of you, that meant
something to you. Some people, it’s probably not going to mean a whole lot to vou. But we
tried, and I think that you heard from R&M Enterprises, is that if somebody has a question, feel
free to come in the front door and ask. If you’d like to go to the working places and look, and
observe what wastes are there, they said they’d allow you to do that at any tlme So and I'll tal\e
this question and go ahead and conclude the meeting. :

R.N.: Thank you. Is Randy still here? Randy? On the comment that Randy made, I've known
Randy for a long time, and 1 respect him, and he’s a good friend of mine. But he made a
comment that everybody should be allowed to make a living, the families should make a lmnu
and we should all work together. :

In my opinion, when this application was made, the application went to the Lake County Planning
Commission, before the board. R&M made their presentation to the board; the remonstrators
made their presentation to the board. They waived all decisions that were made that night and
‘went on for 6 months. The Lake County Planning Commission is charge with representing
unincorporated area of Lake County; that’s their job. They voted 8-0 to deny this permit for a
C/D landfill. It did not fit the Master Plan, it did not fit their program. there’s too much problems
with it and they decided it was not good for the county. Then it went to the County Council for
final approval or rejection. They had goiie to Plan Commission’s application for what they said.
They did not agree with the Plan Commission, they overturned the Plan Commission 5-2 and v
voted to grant the C/D landfill. So, we did allow them to make their presentation and try to put a
business in there. And we remonstrated and we did what we were supposed to do; and it was
denied and it was overturned again You can make political issues. Again it was denied by 5
council members north of U.S. 30 - north of U.S. 30, telling us what we need in our area.
When’s the last time we told Highland or Munster or Griffith what they can do?

I just wanted to reqpond there, Randy. 1 know vou’ve lived here a long time, and I know you
and respect you, but we're here to allow them to move their route and it was denied and then they
went and got a change of decision from Lake County Council. That's where it’s at. Thank vou.

T.B.: Okay. 1tried to do the best I can. 1 appreciate you all showing up. Again, vou saw a fact
sheet there. There will be a public hearing sponsored and moderated by IDEM. There will be a
notice in the newspaper, it has to be in there 10-14 days prior to the meeting. And thanks again
for showing up.

P
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lowell Town Council as
follows: .

That the Indiana Department of Environmental Management deny thé application
of R & M Enterprises, Inc. ‘for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
landﬁll due to the lack of need for such a landfill and/or the irreparable harm and adverse
consequences to the ground water, the. environment and the health and safety of the

residents in and around West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana that would result

from permitting said landfill.

RESOLVED AND ADOPTED by the Lowell Town Council on May, 10 1999 by a vote

of 5 infavor, and 0 opposed.

sk, President
b /C%W‘-‘*’—;E)Q
Jol@’ Zaerovncéj@e President

‘William Diyin, Member

/ JK,)/

Larr) Just, Mefaber

| T NI

Walters, Clerk-Treasurer

CA\WPSNLOWELL\ORD-9NLANDFILL.RES

Page?2
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RESOLUTION NO. 1999-11

: RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE APPROVAL OF A
WEST CREEK PRAIRIE CONSTRUCTION DEMOLITION LANDFILL

- WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. currently owns and operates thé Feddeler
Construction Demolition Landfill located along the north side of State Road 2 in West
Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. has admitted that over the past three years
approximately 63% of all waste deposited in the Feddeler Construction Demolition
Landfill has originated from sites outside the State of Indiana; and

. WHEREAS, on July 13, 1998 R & M Enterprises, Inc. submitted an application
to the Indiana Department if Environmental Management (IDEM) requesting a
construction and operation permit for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
located on State Road 2, West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the initial application submitted by R & M Enterprlses Inc. for the

West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site sought approval for a 60.8 acre

Construction/Demolition Landfill on a 93.7 acres site capable of accommodating 5 million

cubic yard of waste and thereafter said application was revised by IDEM to a 17.8 acre
Landfill capable of accommodating 1.1 million cubic yards of waste; and

- WHEREAS, both the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and the
proposed West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site are located less than one mile
from the western boundary of the Town of Lowell, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the permitting of the proposed West Creek Prairie Construction
Demolition Site will substantially increase the threat of pollution to the ground water and
local environment caused by the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and
will also increase the potential harm to the health and safety of the public caused by
dramatic increases in truck traffic along State Road 2 and the surrounding areas.

Pagel



WHEREAS, the permitting of the proposed West Creek Prairie
Construction Landfill will potentially have a negative impact on the tax basis for
West Creek Township, Lake County, IN, thereby decreasing funding for the
students of Tri-Creek School Corporation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Tri-Creek School
Corporation as follows:

That the Indiana Department of Environmental Management deny the
application of R & M Enterprises, Inc. for the West Creek Prairie Construction
Demolition Landfill due to the lack of need for such a landfill and/or the
irreparable harm and adverse consequences to the ground water, the environment,
and the health and safety of the residents in and around West Creek Township,
Lake County, Indiana; and the negative impact on funding for educauon that would
result from permlttmg said landfill.

Resolved and adopted by the Tri-Creek School Corporation
Board of School Trustees on May 27, 1999.

ATTEST: TRI-CREEK SCHOOL CORPORATION
BOARD OF SCHOOL TRUSTEES:

Poceican

sevear President

&JL At

Suzeite A. Vauter, Vice President

= \J ohn A. Eskridge, Secr ary

Gregg Holley, Member

/o of Jor”

Mark Schxessle Member

Resolution 99-02: R & M Enterprises Landfill
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fUTION 99.2

B o VA
\pproval of a West Creek Prairie

a,,,,ﬂ %& /«/Z"’] :;Demolition Landfill
M ooy it

erprises, Inc. currently owns and operates the

D 5‘ . : \ndfill located along the north side of State

B County, Indiana; and

terpnses Inc. has admitted that over the past

e ywss appUmIR@IGTY U 70 ULl Waste deposited in the Feddeler Construction

Demolition Landfill has originated from sites outside the State of Indiana; and

WHEREAS, on July 13, 1998, R & M Enterprises, Inc. submitted an
application to the Indiana Department of Environmental Management (IDEM)
requesting a construction and operation permit for the West Creek Prairie
Construction Demolition Landfill located on State Road 2, West Creek Township,
Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the initial application submitted by R & M Enterprises,
Inc for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Landfill sought approval
for a 60.8 acre Construction/Demolition Landfill on a 93.7 acre site capable of
accommodating 5 million cubic yard of waste and thereafter said application was
revised by IDEM to a 17.8 acre landfill capable of accommodating 1.1 million
cubic yards of waste; and

WHEREAS, both the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition
Landfill and the proposed West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Landfill are

located less than one mile from the western boundary of the Town of Lowell,
Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the permitting of the proposed West Creek Prairie
Construction Demolition Landfill will substantially increase the threat of pollution
to the ground water and local environment caused by the existing Feddeler
Construction Demolition Landfill and will also increase the potential harm to the
health and safety of the public caused by dramatic increases in truck traffic along
State Road 2 and the surrounding areas.
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' OPPOSITION

|
! 6\ &_‘A’ 7" }wcll Lake County, Indiana wishes to safeguard the
!

j ng residents rely on the aquifer within South Lake County

f’ Lowell, Lake County, Indiana wishes to protect the water
/ M B o). anc
- i
 WHENm e, fe citizens of Lowell feel that any landfill that endangers the
quality of water in SOUtT Camv~ ___ ~ Yot promote the public health, safety and welfare: and,

WHEREAS, the Lowell Town Council wishes to protect the property values in and around the Town of
Lowell that a landfill may affect.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Lowell Town Council proclaims it’s oppositio;x to the
addition or expansion of any landfill that may threaten the water supply or property values of resndents of
the Town of Lowell or South Lake County, Indiana..

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 28th dayof July 1997,

LOWELL TOWN COUNCIL

William Dunn (/

ATTEST:

th Walters, Clerk-Treasure
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March 18, 1997

Crown Point, Indiana 46307

Nicole McClain, NRCS |
928 South Court Street, Suite C Af ; /Z f—ﬁ ﬁ@ a 5"’74

Re: Comments on R & M Landfill Proposal his T "W&M hay ,61/‘6‘\- -
Dear Ms. McClain: £7 / 77{57;1/ { W&}‘MW/— WG

On April 1*,1997, R & M Enterprises will be petitioning in front of the Lake County Plan
Commission for a proposed rezone to allow them to expand their construction and -
demolition landfill. We are requesting any comments or concerns that NRCS or the Lake
‘County Soil and Water Conservation District may have regarding this proposal. Please
submit these comments to our office on or before March 27" in order to be considered at’

the meeting. e((,/) /Vp Mﬂ}fl’\ /U é/ a—oFi 0w

If you have any further questions, please contact our office at 755-3700. We thank you —_ —

for your cooperation in this matter. Land | ﬂll i /M d‘%y
Sincerely, (ﬁ ﬁ/"‘f sMisA 4"7‘7_ %""‘/W7 :

//\o //,,1, 20 et Amade 0 ST / |

LAKE COUNTY PLAN COMMISSION
'tcheilW Bar II Planner 7// /
w
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INDIANAPOLIS 46206—1964

- 1330 West Michigan Street
P. 0. Box 1964

May 29, 1984

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Edward J. Feddeler
21101 Wicker Avenue
Lowell, IN 46356

. Dear Mr. Feddler:

Re: Denial of Operating Permit Renewal
for the Feddeler Solid Fill Site
Lake County

You are hereby advised that review of information submitted in
a renewal application for an operating permit for a solid fill site
which we received on February 27, 1984, has been completed. The renewal
of Operating Permit No. 45-8 for the Feddeler Solid Fill Site is hereby
denied in accordance with IC 13-7-10-5 of the Indiana Environmental
Management Act, for failure to substantially comply with the conditions
of your permit. '

~ As a result of this denial of the renewal of the Operating
Permit No. 45-8, you are hereby ordered to properly close the Feddeler
Solid Fill Site within 30 days of the the date of this letter, A compacted
final soil cover shall be applied to all landfill operation areas by
August 1, 1984. This final cover shall be not less than two feet in
depth and have a slope not less than two percent without depressions.
Vegetation shall also be established to prevent erosionl effects.

‘ Within 60 days of the closure of the site, a detailed description,
including a plan, shall be recorded by the owner or operator within the
county's land recording authority. The description shall include general
types and location of wastes, depth of fill, and other information of
interest to potential land owners. The pwner or operator shall maintain .
surface contours and exercise any necessary controls over gas or leachate
produced.

This decision may be appealed in accordance with IC 13-7 in
writing to the Environmental Management Board within 15 days of the

receipt of this letter.
\Y truly yours,
%l.&g\
a

Iph C. Pickard
~ , Technical Secretary
MWE/jd
cc: Lake County Commissioners
Lake County Health Department
Mr. Dan Magoun
Mr. Stuart Miller

Mr. Christopher Oppy"
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" April 12, 1995
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- ‘Dear Mr. Féadeler.

At the Lake Cdimty Drainage Board meeting on Tuesday, April 11, 1995, a number of people
questioned Board members, Lake County Surveyor, George Van Til and staff regarding

excavation and filling operations on your property near the Bruce Ditch. Questions included
who gave the authorization, issued permits, what plans were submitted, were any other permits
necessary, etc.

It was explained that at a meeting held with your representatives some four or five weeks
ago,all necessary items were discussed with respect to what was necessary to submit to the
Drainage Board and the Lake County Surveyor for review. Presently the Board and Surveyor
had not received anything nor had any further discussions with you or your representatives.

As a result of the above, | was instructed to perform an inspection of your property lying on
the West side of Bruce Ditch and South of State Road 2 and report back to the Board and

Surveyor. The following observations are hereby noted and shail be considered my report:

A.) Approximately I' to 3' of topsoil has been stripped from an area 400’ + deep by
200' + wide.

B.) Said stripped area encroaches on the 75 foot wide drainage easement by
approximately 60' + wide x 200’ along the ditch.

C.) Very near the West bank top, various trees, limbs and roots have been pushed from
what appeared to be the resuits of a grubbing dperation, typical of a stripping action.

D.) The original ground in this area appeared to be approximately 4' to ' lower than the

pavement/shoulders on S.R. No. 2 and fill material in areas West of the above

mentioned location (paragraph A) consisted of various demolition debris/materials,
i.e., concrete, concrete blocks, bricks, lumber, bituminous pavement, etc.

After some 10 minutes of observation, you presented yourself as the owner and briefly
explained your intentions as follows:

I.) The debris/material would be capped with I' + of top soil and seeded, that evergreens
would be planted along the frontage for asthetic purposes and it would look nice.

2.) You had I.D.E.M. approval via a telephone conversation, but nothing documented
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(no'l..D.E.M. written permit).

3.) You didn't know or think you needed any other permits since you had |.D.E.M.'s.

~ - At a-‘meeting held in the Lake County Surveyor's office on March 9, 1995 at 1:00 P.M.
attended by George Van Til, Lake County Surveyor, Bamey Stodola, Tris Miles, Larry
McClelland, (all Surveyor's staff) and James P. Cagnina Jr., Government Consultants, Inc.
and Tim Miller, Engineer with Snell Environmental Group, both representing R. & M. Enterprises,
Inc.,(Robert Feddeler, President), requirements were related to these representatives for a clear
understanding of what would be necessary with respect to the Surveyor's and Drainage Board's
review regarding the 92 acre proposed construction and demolition debris landfill on the South

- side of State Road 2.

Said representatives acknowledged same and indicated that it wouid be some time before
they had all the data, engineering, permitting, (1.D.E.M., L.D,N,R., Corps) as necessary.

in reviewing all the above with you personalily and in a telephone conversation with Jim
Cagnina, my conclusions lead me to believe at the very least there are unintentional
communication gaps between you and your rep's.

‘Regardless of any misunderstandings, misinformation, etc., you are hereby ordered to cease
and desist the operations mentioned above until such time that you present proper engineering
plans and specifications along with all other appropriate applications to other jurisdictional
entities, i.e., .D.E.M., LD.N.R,, U.S. Amy Corps of Engineers, etc.

| suggest that you review same with your representatives.

If you have any questions, please contact me.

Very truly yours,

Lawrence J. lelland,
Drainage Administrator

LIM/sw
CC: James P. Cagnina, Jr., G.C.l.
George Van Til, Lake County Surveyor
Lake County Drainage Board and Advisory Commijttee
Wilbur Cox, Lake County Plan Commission
Tim Miller, SEG
I.D.E.M.



August 22, 1975

VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Ronald Venera

Home Sanitation Service

P. 0. Box 453

Crown Point, Indiana L6307

Dear Mr. Venema:

Re: Disposal of Solid Wastes
at Feddeler Dump
~ Lowell, Lake County

During the inspection of the above-referenced dump on August 8, 1975,
it was learned that your company bauls refuse to this site.

The operations at the subject site have been ordered to cease. Please
notify this office, in writing, within two weeks of the date of this letter
of the one or more approved sanitary landfills to which your company will
divert the types of refuse now being deposited at the Feddeler Dump.

Very truly yours,

Brian V. Opel, Acting Chief
Solid Waste Management Section
Division of Sanitary Engineering
AC 317/633-6400 ‘
B¥O/cz '
cc: Honorable Ernest Niemeyer
Lake County Health Departmen
Mr. EQ Peddeler -

bcci Brian Opel
Dan Magoun
Claude Goodley
Johnie Baker



STATE BOARD OF HEALTH

INDIANAPOLIS

OFFICE MEMORANDUM ~ PATE: December 11, 1975

FROM:

L}

¥

George Dayhuff TO: Files

~,

susJEcT: [Feddeler Dump i
Lowell, Lake County

On December 1, 1975, Mike Finton and I performed a site survey for
E & E Feddeler at their property one mile west of Lowell on State Road 2
in Lake County. émhisfbraﬁgrtiﬁié'btésently being used as a dump for
everything except garbage.! The reason the site survey was performed was
because the Feddelers expressed a desire to obtain a sanitary landfill
permit.

Mike and I informed Mr. Ed Feddeler that the operation of thelr dump

was illegal and that no matter what he would have to obtain permission from
‘the Stream Pollution Control Board. We left the matter there and the

Feddelers told us they would be in touch in a week to inform us whether they
wanted a full sanitary landfill permit or simply a restricted permit.

GD/mb



[ 4
P2
I

State Form 47272 (8-95)
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July 6, 1995

Memo to: “L_'gura Steadham

.
]

From: Tom Daugherty

Subject: Feddeler Landfill Survey

Dean Biddle, a neighbor of the above-referenced landfill, sent IDEM a complaint letter requesting
that a height check survey be performed at the site. Per Daniela Klesmith's request, a site survey -
was done by Mike Cox, Mike Sonnefeld, and me on June 16, 1995. Inspector Bob Lamprecht
was also there for part of the day. Attached is a site map with the results of the survey.

We found no violation of the height requirements at the Feddeler landfill. The field elevations are
at or below elevations designated in the permit application map. The only points above the permit
elevations are temporary soil stockpiles. It is not recommended that any further action be taken
on Mr. Biddle's complaint. ' -
However, several other things were noted during our on-site visit. The entire site is very rough in
appearance, with vegetation being sparse on the side slopes of the field areas. We were thereona
Friday evening - the landfill had closed for the day with no apparent attempt to apply the weekly
cover on the working face. Construction/demolition waste had been stockpiled - the site was not
permitted to accept this (in fact, I believe Bob Lamprecht wrote a violation notice for this while
we were there). Several pieces of junk equipment were scattered here and there.

Along the east side slopes, a lot of trash was in evidence against the property line fences. Inan
excavated area at the northwest corner of the fill, leachate leakage was in evidence in several
spots - this was running to the storm drainage sump and being pumped out to the adjacent
waterways. ‘Dust control for truck traffic was non-existent.

The sum of all this is a perception on my part that the landfill owners need to pay more attention
to environmental concerns. My conversations with Bob Feddeler revealed of lot of professed
ignorance on his part about permit height and general requirements (since that time, he and his
engineer met with Aaron Lauster and the new C/D permiit requirements was reviewed line-by-
line). I would recommend that his site be inspected as often as possible - at least until we can be
assured that the landfill operator is familiar with the permit requirements and displays a
willingness to comply with them. : -

Please contact me if further information is needed.

cc: Aaron Lauster
Leah Fouty .
Daniela Klesmith
Ghodrat Hiadari



August 20, 1975

* VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Mr. Arthur Schwartz, President
Organic Chemical Company

3291 Chicago Drive : '
Grondville, Michigan L9h18 J

Dear Mr. Schwartz:

-Re: Disposal of Hazardous Wastes from
_ . Spartan Chemical Company at the
Feddeler Dump, Lake County

Puring the inspection of the Feddeler Dump on August 8, 1975, it -

ﬁﬁé;lég;ngﬁ;ghgf”haidfdbus“waétééffrom your company ere deposited at’ this
Bite’ This was confirmed during your telephone conversation with Mr. Brian
W. Opel on August 18, 1975, buring this conversation, you indicated that
your company ?as approximately 500 additional barrels of wastes to be dis-
bosed of. ¢ ; St ~ ot Al L. wa ;

Hazardous waste disposal must be approved by the Solid Waste Management
Section on a case-by-case basis. For each hazardous waste proposed for disposal
at an approved sanitary landfill, a written request for approval must be
submitted to the Solid Waste Management Section for consideration. The
reqguest must include an analysis of the chemical constituents in. the vaste,
both qualitative and quantitative, and the physical characteristics of the
material, including percent solids and viscosity. The request must also
describe the pr:cess involved in the generation of the waste, the proposed
disposal area, and the waste hauler. The smount of waste per unit of time
(e.g. gallons per day, cubic yards per uonth, etc.) must also be submitted.

The staff of the Solid Waste Management Section will review the in-
formatipn submitted and determine, first of all, whether the waste is sulted
for land disposal and then what disposal method should be used. If the
operator has an idea of what method he wighes to use for disposal of a
particular weste, that information should also be submitted. 1f a hazardous
waste is approved for land disposal, a letter will be sent to the generator,
the hauler, and the landfill operator granting approval for disposal, and
describing how the waste should be disposed. Until such a letter is re-
ceived, the waste cannot be disposed of at a landfill. ‘ :



..Mr. Arthur Schwartz, President August 20, 1975
Organic Chemical Company

The operations at the subject site have been ordered to cease., Please
submit to this Board, in writing, within two weeks of the date of this
letter the regquired information mentioned above.

Copies of the Environmental Management Act, IC 1971, 13-7, the Refuse
Disposal Act, 1C 1971, 19-2-1, and Regulation SPC-18 are enclosed. Also
enclosed, .as you requested, are a copy of Regulation SPC~l7 and a list of
sanitary landfills spproved for non-hazardous wastes.

Enforcement action in this matter is being considered.
Your prompt tesponse will be appreciated.

. Very truly yours,

Oral H. Hert
Techmical Secretary
BWOpel,/mb
Enclosuree
cc: Honorable Ernest Niemeyer
Lake County Health Department
Mr. Karl Klepitsch
Mr. Thomag Leep
Mr. Roymond Dutmers
Mr. Ed Feddeler
industrial Waste Section
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August 19, 1975

Mr, Art Schwartsz

Organic Chemicidis

P.0. Box 131

3291 Chicago Drive
Grandville, Michigan 49418

Dear Mr, Schwartz:

On August 15, 1975, T receiyed a telephone call from Brian Opel of the
Indiana State Board of Health, He reported drums of liquid from Spartan
Chemical (Organic) were being disposed of at the Feddler Dump near
Lowell, Indisma, According to Mr. Opel, this is not an approved disposal
mathod, .

The vehicle used to haul the drums mudi‘bo l1icensed under Act 136 (Liquid
Industrial Waste llaulers Act) or Act 87 1if solid wastes are hauled.
Algso you must have an approved disposal method.

Failure to comply will result in appropriate legal action by this office.
If you have any questions, feel free to contact me at 517-373-1947.
Very truly yours,

BUREAU OF WATER MANAGEMENT

}
Tomas Leep
Water Quality Investigator
041 & Hazardous Materials Control Section

cc: D. Dennis

J. Shauver

H, Miller, Spartan Chemical

L. Zulewski, Solid WastewManagement NDivision
L/B. Opel, Indiana State Board of Health



August 18, 1375
VIA CERTIFIED MAIL

Messrs. Edward and Robert Feddeler
10100 West 181st Avenue
Lowell, Indiana 46356

Gentlemen:

Re: Feddeler Dump Operation
Located North of State Road 2
3/4 Mile East of U. S. 41
Lake County :

- You are hereby notifiad that upon receipt of this letter you must
immediately cease acceptance of any further waste materials at the above-
referenced site.

Inspection by a representative of this Board on August 8, 1975,
revealed that one portion of the site is being utilized for disposal of
hazardous, liquid wastes and another portion of the site is being uti-
lized for disposal of refuse.

This disposal operation is in violation of the Environmental Manage-
ment Act, IC 1971, 13-7, the Refuse Disposal Act, IC 1971, 19-2-1, and
Regulation SPC-18 (a copy of each enclosed), in the following particulars:

1..0 No approval or permit has been obtained for any disposal opera-
tions at this site.

2. The operation involves the depositing upon the land of contami- .
nants which create a pollution hazard.

3. The operation is being conducted as an open dump.

Notification of this order is also being given to those parties iden-
tified by you as utilizing this site for disposal.

All salvaged metals accumulated at the site must be either promptly
removed or compacted and covered with soil. All refuse deposited on the
site must be compacted and covered with a minimum of two feet of clay soil.



o - e
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Messrs. Edward and Robert Feddeler © Auguat 18, 1975

The hazardous wastes already deposited at this site mast be covered
immediately with six inches of 80il. A determination will be made by ocur
staff of the appropriate measures to be implemented for the final disposal
of the bazardous materials now deposited at the site. You will be advised
of tha staff's determination in the near future.

Enforcement actiori in this matter is being considered and will be
pursued if operations continue.

Very truly yours,

Oral H. Hert
Technical Secretary
- BWopel/cz A
Enclosures
ce: Honorable Ernest Niemeyer
Iake County Health Department
Mr. Karl Klepitsch
Mr. Thomas leep :
Industrial Waste Section
Globe Industries
Mr. Arthur Schwartz
bee: Brian Opel
Johnie Baker
Dan Magoun
Claude Goodley
Chris Menze
Gary Presswood



FEDDELER 18501 CLARK ROAD
CONSTRUCTION / DEMOLITION
LANDFILL LOWELL, IN. 46356
ENTERPRISES, INC. (219) 696-8905 .

FAX: (219) 696-895¢
May 28, 1996 :

Lake County Solid Waste Management District i-'.ij'(f;';{}ji'-.,/ NS
1473 E. 84th Place - )
Merrillville, IN 46410 AT 5 1 ae9s

Attn: Mr. Jeffrey A. Langbehn

Dear Mr. Langbehn:

" lam wriling as a matter of clarification regarding the future of my family
businicss. As you know my family has been operating a construction/demolition
final disposal facility, just outside of Lowell, for ncarly thirty (30) years. This
facility is currently owned by my wife and me and we employ eight people — scven
of which are direct relations.

Realizing the limited capacity of our facility we approached the District
Board in carly 1995 in an efforl to ensure our long term survival -- in the wake of
the Boards grappling with the corporate out-of-statc giants. At this Board meceting,
the District promised - in the form of a motion and vote ~ a lctter supporting the
need for additional construction/demolition final disposal capacity. This letter was
deemced crucial by the Indiana Department of Environmental Management with
respeet to the submittal of an operating permit apphcatlon for an expanded

%, operation.

i f’%wm PRI eI mound ety
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It is how May of 1996 and we have not seen the letter of support promised
in February of 1995. Being from a small town in Indiana where a promise is a
promise (and a vote at a Board meeting would be Legally Binding ~ or so you

[xite
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LCSWMD
May 28, 1996
Page Two

would think) T was not too concerned that we had not yet received writien
correspondence. '

However, now Tan afraid that the Bowrd's pact with USA Waste Services-
Hickory Hills, ne. thecatens my ability (o provide for my family in a manner
reminiscent o aelassic “anti-trast™ situation and certainly an atiempt at low
control. Ftrast that this deal with USA Waste Scrvices-Thickory [Hills is wilh
vespect to a municipal solid waste land il and that our viphts and future as
“construction/demolition final disposal facility™ are protected - including our
ability to continuc our fong-term development program. Please provide me with
the Lake County Solid Waste Management DistricCs position on our facility
and i’s opinton of our future plans aud desires to increase if’s uscful life.

As a state permitted tax paying facility, in good standing, in Lake County
imagine my chagrin in fcarning yesterday that our operation has been neglected
from the Host Community Agreement proposed by USA Waste Services-Hickory
Hills.

We are looking forward to the Boards direction and input on this important
matter. 1 you have any questions or require additional information please contact
Julic Feddeler at (219) 696-8905.

Sinceerely,

/'5/ goilw ol

Robert W. Feddeler

12~%
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Division of Senitary Engineeri
Indiana State Board of Health

- .
1
. SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL PACILITY INSPECTION REPORT /l- “), ;
e ;
DATE: 2//{ TIME; COURTY: W E- il
sugeCrs FEDDELER _ Dym~P
LOCATION: QN S. R, 2 z BA# 2. L OF Y- S. ¢/
o fo— y
PERSON(S) CONTACTED: ED FEDDECER, MAR YV //’7/05. /POprﬂ EZDPDELER
-’
1. IS THIS OPERATION APPROVED? YES ~ NO PERMIT NUMBER "vectors
1. TYPE OF OPRRATION D LANDFILL OTHER -
III. OPERATING DEPICIENCIES () 19. Effective vector control program.
General Standards .
() 1. on-site roads passable by vehicles regardless of Safety
weather. :
() a. Sanitary facilities meet standards. () 20. Roll bars and fire extinguishers on rolling equipment.
() 3. Livestock feeding prohibited. () 21. Provisions available to extinguish fires,
() 4. Proximity to dwellings greater than 600 feet. () 22. Communication equipment available.
()} 23. Scavenging prohibited.
Water Quality () 24. Traffic patterns established, vehicles discharge without
delay.
() 5. Groundwater menitoring wells installed in accordance
with Board requirements. Sampling as specified, Operator Instructions
() 6. B8urface drainage controlled. .
() 7. ¥o refuse deposited in water. . () 25, Operating manual, safety precautions, and procedures avai:
() 8. reachate control/treatment satisfactory, able.
AMr Quality Cover Applications
() 9. Open burning () past () present ((,)/,_"' Waste spread in layers, compacted on approxiate 3:l slope
(L)/gf Dailv cover adecuate.
Assthetics . () 28. rpinished portions covered with minimum of two feet of eart
seeded with suitable vegetation,
() 10. control and/or policing of blowing paper adequate. () 29. FPinal slope not less than 2%, Without ponding of water.
() 11. vehicular access controlled when site is not open. '
() 12, Containers at gate claan and litter free. Hazardous and Special Wastes
() 13. Natural windbreaks and greenbelts maintained.
() 14. BEntrance sign adequate, permit numbers and working 30. No unauthorized hazardous wastes accepted.
hours stated. . () 31. Bulky waste handling adequate.
() 15. Salvaged materials properly stored, and not causing op- () 32. Dead animal handling adequate.
erational problems.
() 16. on-site roads constructed to minimize tracking of mud Equipment
onto public roads. .
() 17. Refuse processing facilities maintained in litter free () 33. Refuse handling equipment adequate to spread, compact and
condition. Overnight storage areas enclosed. cover waste.
Gases
Records
18.
() Decompoaition gases adequately controlled. () 34. Set of approved plans on site.
IV. PHYSICAL CHARACTERISYICS OF SITE:

Proximity to major highways:
Proximity to dwellings:
Water on site or nearby:
Jurisdiction of Site or Operation:

v.

vI.

SBH 64-033

9/74

w2

OVERALL EVALUATION:
Overall evaluation of operatien:

Overall cv-luntio;' of ut-?
6 -

VII. Comments/Diagrams

Private County

REMARKS FROM PART III.
iten

Municipal

~

Excellent Good Marginal

Good Marginal . Poor
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i 696-8905 18501 Clark Road

Lowell, Indiana

DISPOSAL, LLC
- Weekly Curbside Garbage Service -

WE PROVIDE 1%z YD. TO 40 YD. CONTAINERS FOR:
* HOME REMODELING & CLEANUPS

* INDUSTRIAL

,% * ROOF TEAR OFFS
XY« COMMERCIAL
-

* COMPACTION SYSTEMS

TETANGE, | SKESRE e
i B

e

2%

24 HOUR SERVICE

LICENSED, BONDED
" INSURED

FREE ESTIMATES

219-696-5552

"Replacing your old equipmen

Opex
Mon-Sat 6 am-9 |

S * CONCRETE REMOVAL  « CONSTRUCTION SITE SERVICE
;’g ‘Local Family Owned & Operated’

1% [JGURRANTEED REPATRS | &ece M-S
R ey | SWesT Cresk 2S5
% ] |arsace ot Mina AUTOMOTIVE & A/C, INC.

- 'A':ley\ahselxa !in COMPLETE AUTOMOTIVE & LIGHT TRUCK SERVICE

East of U.S. 41 on 157th Ave.
10909 W. 157th Ave.
Lowell, IN 46356

E-mail: wcauto@netnitco.net

219-696-4203
Monday - Friday
7:30 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.
CALL FOR APPOINTMENT

N

* B Montt:s5.000 Miles
on Agpraved Services
« Covers Pans and Labor

* Customer Hotne

Audrey’s Bakery

Now Located Inside Costas Foods
Wedding Cakes - our Specialty
We Love Special Requests!

129 W. Washington St.
Lowell, IN 46356

(219) 696-0566
(219) 696-6681

]

2 Mini Belgium Waffles...... $2.99

WILLIAM RUCKER

Maple Grove *

Greenhouse and Nursery
We Raise our Plants in Our Own Greenhouses!

MARIE RUCKER

i "Growing Green for You"
feftl  Vegetable Plants (thru June 10th) + Perennials « Annuals *+ Seeds
;Eg Garden Supplies « Potted Roses Hanging Basket « Herbs

Decorative Planters » Flowering Shrubs + Shade Trees
Omamental Trees « Wide Variety of Evergreens

AT

4] - SEASON OPENING APRIL 23rd! - - HOURS

“,E 16393 Holtz Rd. - Lowell, Indiana 46356 9AM.-6PM.
A 2 miles north of Rte. 2 on Holtz/Hendricks Rd. FRI & SAT

.:l 219‘696'2822 9AM. -8PM.

,.“ . LT TS R':v > vm‘. _”v‘ 4, ¢ by 5" Rt ,“ ry&-*._ A
e R T

with 2 eggs (any style) & 2 sausage
links or 2 slices of bacon

NEW - PITA P(
CHICKEN OR B
of French Fr:

SPECIALS - MON THRU FRI ONLY - 6 AN

Wireless  @rriun,
* FREE Acti

* FREE Cellu

(Next to Aurelio’s) * Emergency
176 Deanna Drive 25% OFF
Lowell, Indiana N
(219) 696-6969 * See store for

T TR E R A T T
e P S e
TO RESERVE AN EXCLUSIVE ADVERTISING SPACE... Call DIANE at: KOZ'S QUALITY

PRINTI
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Mr. Jeff Sewell

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 N. Senate Avenue

P.O. Box 6015

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

July 1, 1999
Dear Sir;

We are John and Beverly Schroeter. We own the property at 18905 Idaho Court, Lowell,
Indiana. Our home is located at that address which is in the platted subdivision just to the South
of the proposed site of the West Creek Prairie Construction and Demolition Landfill.

We have attended every public meeting about this landfill in its many proposed sizes and
names. The fact remains that we see nothing to recommend its development except the increase of
a single family’s net worth.

They claim that we, the people of Indiana, specifically Northwest Indiana, need the-.
dumping space so that we can continue to grow. How can that be if over half of what they dump
is from Illinois? They further state that they are good neighbors, they weren’t good neighbors
until they tried for an expansion of their current site and failing in that this new site, before that
we drove Route 2 daily in a blizzard of flying paper and trash in a sand storm of fugitive dust over
a road covered in massive lumps of dirt left by trucks leaving and entering their facility. We have
seen records that seem to indicate to us that even when the Feddlers are on their best behavior
they just can’t seem to comply with your agency’s regulations in a timely manner. ,

The situation is simply stated as follows; We have our entire life’s work invested in this
home, all of our dreams and hopes for the future are here, it is all we have and probably will be all
that we can have to hold in trust for our son and his future. The only water available is well water,
we feel that is threatened by this project. Our property value is threatened. Just sitting out on our
deck of an evening( it’s on the south side), discussing our day, is threatened. In short our whole
way of life is on the line just because one man’s family wants to make more profit burying other
state’s debris under Indiana’s soil. We hope that you and your department will again carefully go
over the statement of need to see if this project benefits Indiana or Tllinois,or just Robert Feddler

and his family.

v&‘;\kﬁ}\w@tﬁz&)

R J bhn and Beverly Schroeter
. 18905 Idaho C '
ECEI VED Lowell, IN(:16305u6rt
UL 06 1999
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Mr. Jeff Sewell

Office of Solid and Hazardous Waste Management
Indiana Department of Environmental Management
100 North Senate Avenue

P.O. Box 6015

Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

Bruce H. Bartlett
18905 Idaho Ct.
Lowell, In 46356

June 30, 1999

Dear Mr. Sewell, |
This lefter is regarding the proposed West Creek Prairie C/D Landfill Site, here in Lowell.

I have several questions | would like to have answered about the figures used to demonstrate
the need for this landfill. '

1. Does material picked up in R&M’s roll-off boxes automatically become of in state origin or
does it depend on which state the material is loaded in2 ‘

2. Do dll out of state loads get reported as such or can such loads be misidentified through
error on the part of the receiving facility?

3. Who is responsible for inspecting loads for illegal or proscribed materials?

4. Why are only Indiana Counties listed in the permit application as sources of fill2

Question number 4 bothers me most of all, IDEM’s own publication, 1998 Summary of
Indiana Solid Waste Facility Data, page 17 Table 10, states that FEDDLER C/D SITE disposed of
45,661 tons in 1998, making it Indiana’s second largest C/D SITE based on tonnage, accounting for
approximately 28% of the total of all Construction-Demolition Landfills which was 192,713 for 1998.

Where | get confused is later on in the same publication on page 28, Table 19 Annual
Amount of Out-of-State Waste Facilities by Facility Type and Waste Type shows that in 1998
Construction/Demolition Sites received a total of 29,234 tons of Out-of-State Materials. Proceeding
to page 30, Table 10 Total Out-of-State Waste Received by Facility during 1998 shows Feddler C/D
Site as receiving a total of 26,556 tons of out-state waste.

In other terms did Feddler C/D Site receive 90% of all Out-of-State Waste received by
Indiana C/D Sites while only receiving 28% of the Total Waste Disposed of by C/D Sites in
19982

| don’t think Indiana’s or even Northwest Indiana’s development or future rests upon this

permit being issued. | do, however, believe that the approval of this permit will endanger the future
and the investment of the many for the enrichment of the few, or perhaps more aptly the Feddlers.

Sincerely Yours,
e | YERIET _

Bruce H. Bartlett



- Bruce H. Bartlett
18905 Idaho Court
Lowell, Indiana- 46356

Indiana Department of Environmental Management
P.O. Box 6015
Indianapolis, Indiana 46206-6015

August-3 1, 1999

Subject: Wntten copy-of my- mtended_nem@dcs-at—the pubheh&nngrconcermngth&WesL(;reek_B@ne
pemit.

‘ We have been told many things by the group applying for this permit over the fast few years, -
and they are stil-the same people, no matter-what corporate: flag they ‘are ‘hiding under at this_time.

We have been told that this is a family operation, that much is true, but we were not told that
it is a mattimiltion doMar business, which'l personally feel, makes a great difference.

We have been told that this project supports several focal jobs, again true. Bat as- we have tried-
many times to point out, this project-can also-potentiallyaffect-a much larger number of lives-ip the
surroundmg area. -

We have beentold that this permit-witl help-continue, and-therefore is vital to, Northwest
Indiana’s- growth and future development. A-statement that | find difficult to reconcile with-IDEM’s own
reports-and summaries which reveal that more-than 50- percent of the -waste received by the-existing
site in several past years originated- from-Hlinois-sources.-We- have -also: been told-that-all of our futures
hinge on convenience to a C/D Landfill at this location to make this area more attractive to- k
development, a point we will not concede since- Newton-County-has a Municipal Solid- Waste facnhty
which-can take' C/D materials, a site about ten miles further south, from either the existing- or the

proposed S|tes

We have been told that past practices-in-the-facility-across-Route 2; on-the-north-side,-acr
from the proposed permit site have-no bearing on the future operations® of -the ‘West Creek Prame srte A
train of thought, which we can’t-begin to follow or believe-in, since the pnncnpal_castof_charactgr\s is
still the same for both facilities.

* We also have been told that we must not comparethe facts and figures from the present site to
the old site, because they are totally different: entities,- butyetthe old-site is repeatedly referenced-in the
application that we are here tonight to comment on. -

We have been told the size of this hnﬁ#mﬁnsumeﬁtappheahon, but once-it -has been-
permitted and opened who 'can say that it won’t be expanded, either by permit or violation such as
Cause # SW-387, which concems- ﬁ& ;000 cubic/yards of illegal overfill -at the-existing landfill-
which although it caused a civil of-$98,862.50: to-be-Yevied- against-the operators, of which
only $9,886.25 was actuaffy cor:cted due to an agreed Vider with IDEM's- Cqmmrss}oner :



Once again [ feel the need-to point-out that these are the same people_who_wﬂl_be_opeqtlng
the new facility if .it is permitted and opens.

We -have been told that no other liner is needed other than clay toprotect our drinking water
wells, we were also told that there is no hope of receiving water from Lake Michigan water to replace
-our water, and thetown of Lowell’s drinking water is neither plentiful nor good enoughto consider -
bringing it out to-us, so in the foreseeable future our only supply of water wlecome.f:om_our_wellg As -
to the protection offered to us by the required-clay finer -this requires us to rely upon the operator’s
ability to detect and remove any-inappropriate materials_at the time of dumpmg_Even_ltwe_gan; the
operators the benefit of the many doubts we have regarding their competence: and -vigor inthe puisuit--
of the detection and-removal of such-inappropriate material, the best efforts possible-cannot-hope to
remove. alt inappropriate materials. The amount -of such inappropriate material accepted over the’ life of -

this could indeed effect the purity- of cur drinking water.

There will, | expect, be a great deal of talk tonight about personal feelings and emotions, some
by each side of the issue | expect. But as far-as my neighbors-and friends are concemed we bear no ill-
will toward the owners, operators-or_the employees,_but we are certainly agamst.tbegantmg_o(thls

permit.

The- primary concems we have about this-proposed landfill are very basic and very narrowly
focused, perhaps-selfishly so, what does this-plan bring to us?_More noise? More-dust?Move traffic?
More bags of litter, both in my yard and along the roadside? Less property value to the current homes
nearby? Reduced property values. in- the- area-around-this-proposed_dump site? .. Less -
confidence in the water we drink and the well it comes from? A view of a 92 ft high mountalrr of-
debris from our homes?

We- have- also-been told-by Lake- County’s Planning Commission- that this_site-. dldﬂ:LfQ the
Master Plan; then we were told by the County- W that-it didn’t matter, we were getting- it
anyway. C evnlei ;

We were tolct that even-though-the original filling-and grading at the proposed:site- had _heen
‘performed wﬂhout ‘permit or approval of the appropriate agencies; it's done, it-doesn’t matter. k

We ‘were told that the -originat-permit-coutdn’t-be allowed ‘to be as hl'g_easwas applied for; it
had to be setback farther at the edges-to-protectthe-_neighbors, -then we were told that the site-had to
be smaller yet again, because that the needfor it to be- that large-couldn’t-be-demonstrated, and it was -
designed even smaller, and yet here we-are once again tonight, telling. youyet_agam_ﬂ:at_we_do\ not
hold-any- confidence-in the proposed- aperators-involved -abilities to-abide by the gmdehnes ané
regulations requiréd. inthis permit. -

And W‘ly ate we here again tonight? Just so one famlly can continue to reap an enorrnous
- -profit, at their neighbors’ expense, -from" bringing in waste that primarily comes-from- lﬁanIs and -
covering it up on our state’s and_to_mcotdé:tbe problem of Iadiana. genemtmtacgme

I would like to thank yUU for youg time spent tonight in-hearing our qpmrbns And ¥ would
‘petsotfally, also-ask-yoti to Ebhisider careftrﬂyaﬂ the points Taisedtonight b&}&fm%hbms andfriends
agiiist this permit. .
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{OUR SERVICE NEW CONSTRUCTION REPLACEMENTS Diamonds + Gold - Watches « Class Rings
Cherished Teddies « Precious Moments 4
ZNSED, BONDED EFRIGIDAIRE Watch ‘& Jewelry Repair + Engraving %‘L
INSURED 10 YEAR e
e
WARRANTY SICKINGER'S JEWELRY &
'EE ESTIMATES PARTS & LABOR . et
314 East Commercial Avenue o

19-696-5552

“Replacing your oid equipment at a reasonabie cost is our Specialty*

.

(219) 696-7616 Member

Lowell's Hometown Jeweler 2
Jewelers of America ¥

Since 1928

Opew 7 Days
Won-Sat 6 am-9 pwe + Suu. 6 am-8 pw

Corporate

AUTO SALES

(219) 696-CARS (2277)

18125 S. Wicker Ave.
U.S. 41 - 2 Blocks South of Rt. 2
Lowell, Indiana
M-F: 9am.-6pm. SAT:9am. -3 pm.

CARPENTERS - CONTRACTORS

NEwW HOMES
COMPLETE REMODELING
LICENSED « BONDED -+ INSURED

219-696-2749
WALTER SOBCZAK

(_Family Restaurant )

Touch Of Style

Thauk You por Discing Witk Us!
 696-0313

TREMENDOUS TWELVE ..... $4.59

2 Mini Belgium Waffles...... $2.99

For-The Whole Family

219.696.CUTS (2887)]

' 907 E. Commercial Ave. * Lowell

 Citizen Day - Wednesday
0% Off All Services

Our Hearty Breakfast of 3 eggs, hash
browns, 4 silver $ pancakes, and 4
slices of bacon or 4 sausage links.

with 2 eggs (any style) & 2 sausage
links pr 2 slices of bacon

NEW - PITA POCKET $5.69
CHICKEN OR BEEF FAJITA with choice
of French Fries or Potato Chips

SPECIALS - MON THRU FRI ONLY - 8 AM. - 11 AM. ONLY - NO SUBSTITUTIONS PLEASE p

diEiRIEERIRERIEEIE

é}reless CELtuinn PHONES & PAGERS

ol e ar  CELLULARONES
Lﬁ; Authorized Sales and Service
av;_;- . FREE Cellula: Phone*

« Emergency Car Charger Rates as low as

25% OFF with this ad!

9 er mo.
® See stare for complete details! p

. R N e S T RS
T at: KOZ'S QUALITY PRINTING, INC. - WEDDING & GRADUATION

xt to Aurelio’s)
Deanna Drive
well, Indiana
19) 696-6969

'Lowell. (ndiana Call Tim - (219) 696-4279

AIRLINE ~ CRUISE ~ BUS ~ AMTRAK
CAR RENTAL ~ HOTEL TOURS

™ Travel Shoppe L.

Locally owned & operated since 1975 by PAT & GENE ELI

PHONE

696-6671

B S
INVITATIONS & ACCESSORIES NOW IN! -

FAX
696-2904

(219) 696-6711 3199 -2
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RESOLUTION NO. 1999-11

RESOLUTION OPPOSING THE APPROVAL OF A
WEST CREEK PRAIRIE CONSTRUCTION DEMOLITION LANDFILL

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. currently owns and operates the Feddeler
Construction Demolition Landfill located along the north side of State Road 2 in West
Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. has admitted that over the past three years
approximately 63% of all waste deposited in the Feddeler Construction Demolition
Landfill has originated from sites outside the State of Indiana; and

"WHEREAS, on July 13, 1998 R & M Enterprises, Inc. submitted an application
to the Indiana Department if Environmental Management (IDEM) requesting a
construction and operation permit for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
located on State Road 2, West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the initial application submitted by R & M Enterprises, Inc. for the
West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site sought approval for a 60.8 acre
Construction/Demolition Landfill on a 93.7 acres site capable of accommodating 5 million
cubic yard of waste and thereafter said application was revised by IDEM to a 17.8 acre
Landfill capable of accommodating 1.1 million cubic yards of waste; and

WHEREAS, both the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and the
proposed West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site are located less than one mile
from the western boundary of the Town of Lowell, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, the permitting of the proposed West Creek Prairie Construction
Demolition Site will substantially increase the threat of pollution to the ground water and
local environment caused by the existing Feddeler Construction Demolition Landfill and
will also increase the potential harm to the health and safety of the public caused by
dramatic increases in truck traffic along State Road 2 and the surrounding areas.
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lowell Town Council as
follows:

That the Indiana Department of Environmental Management deny the application
of R & M Enterprises, Inc. for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
landfill due to the lack of need for such a landfill and/or the irreparable harm and adverse
consequences to the ground water, the environment and the health and safety of the

residents in and around West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana that would result

from permitting said landfill.

RESOLVED AND ADOPTED by the Lowell Town Council on May, 10 1999 by a vote

of 5 in favor, and O opposed.

J o@/ Zagrov%e President
e St
r

/
‘Karen Brooker, Me

P/

William Dgfin, Member

== e Y

Larry Just, Meffber

ATTEST:

Walters, Clerk-Treasurer

CAWPSI\LOWELL\ORD-99\LANDFILL RES
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At the last public hearing held June 29, 1999 by West Creek Prairie
Construction / Demolition Site, we were told that this proposed CD landfill
can take brick, concrete, stone, grass, plumbing and non-asbestos materials.

Since that meeting, we have noticed trucks coming from Gary carrying
materials from buildings being demolished. Are these homes filled with
asbestos? Who is abating these houses as they are being demolished? Who
1s checking every house before it is demolished? Can we see the records of
what is being checked or separated before it gets to the landfill? And what
about the garbage and vermin that gets caught in this demolished building
material? Do we want the imported mice and rats running around in our
neighborhood?

The threat posed by the lead-based paint being brought to our community is
another reason for concern. Prior to 1974, paint cans did not have to carry a
warning that the paint inside contained lead. As these old buildings are
demolished and taken into our neighborhood, it’s not hard to imagine the
lead paint chips flaking off along Route 2 and being dumped in the CD
landfill, which, by the way, is against the law.

The other concern is untarped trucks traveling through our town, with its
contents becoming airborne. =~ Who is monitoring these trucks and what
exactly is being dumped?

I have read with great interest R & M’ s Disposals advertisements, which
states that the firm accepts industrial, commercial, concrete and other
construction waste. Is this what we can expect on the other side of the
street? And who will be monitoring what goes into this landfill? If the
current monitoring, or lack thereof, is any indication of what we can expect,
then just about anything anyone wants to get rid of will find its way into our
neighborhood.



I am very concerned about the garbage already being brought here. Until
these questions are answered, I don’t think any consideration should be
given to granting a permit for another landfill.

Thank you.
-Christine Marbach

18905 Parrish
Lowell, IN 46356
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WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. currently owns and operates the Feddeler
Construction Demolition Landfill located along the north side of State Road 2 in West
Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana; and

WHEREAS, R & M Enterprises, Inc. has admitted that over the past three years
approximately 63% of all waste deposited in the Feddeler Construction Demolition
Landfill has originated from sites outside the State of Indiana; and

WHEREAS, on July 13, 1998 R & M Enterprises, Inc. submitted an application
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West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site sought approval for a 60.8 acre
Construction/Demolition Landfill on a 93.7 acres site capable of accommodating 5 million
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Landfill capable of accommodating 1.1 million cubic yards of waste; and
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from the western boundary of the Town of Lowell, Indiana; and
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NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lowell Town Council as
follows:

That the Indiana Department of Environmental Management deny the application
of ‘R &M Enterpfises, Inc; for the West Creek Prairie Construction Demolition Site
landfill due to the laék of need for such a landfill and/or the irreparable harm and adverse
consequences to the ground water, the environment and the health and safety of the

residents in and around West Creek Township, Lake County, Indiana that would result

from permitting said landfill.

RESOLVED AND ADOPTED by the Lowell Town Council on May, 10 1999 by a vote

of 5 in favor, and 0  opposed.

] ol@/ Zagrovﬂ%@e President
w ‘g/ )jM/ZQ/

Karen Broo er, Me r

s

‘William Dtﬁ}{n Member

== o2 Y

Larry Just, Mefber

Walters, Clerk-Treasurer
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329 IAC 10-12-1 Public process for new solid waste land disposal permits, lateral expansions, and

major modifications to permits
Authority: IC 13-1-12-8; IC 13-7-7-5; IC 13-7-10-1
Affected: IC 5-3-1-2; IC 5-3-1-6; IC 5-3-2; IC 13-1-3; IC 13-7; IC 36-9-30

Sec. 1. (a) A person submitting an affidavit as required by 329 IAC 10—11-2(b)(22) and an

application for one (1) of the following shall make notice as required in subsection (b):

(1) A new solid waste land disposal facility permit.
(2) A lateral expansion permit.

(b) The notice required by subsection (a) must include the following:

. (1) Not more than ten (10) working days after submitting an application, an applicant
shall make a reasonable effort to notify the owners of record of adjoining land to the
facility or proposed facility. ' _

(2) The notice provided by the applicant in this subsection must:
(A) be in writing; '
(B) include the date on which the application for the permit was submitted to the
department; and .
(C) include a brief description of the subject of the application.

() A public meeting must be conducted by the applicant submitting an application for the

following:

(1) A new solid waste disposal facility permit.
(2) A major modification to a solid waste facility permit.

(d) The applicant shall complete the following for the public meeting required in

subsection (c):

(1) Within forty (40) days after the application has been deemed complete, conduct a
public meeting in the county where the facility designated in the application is located.
(2) Publish notice of the public meeting required in subdivision (1) at least ten (10) days
prior to the meeting in a newspaper of general circulation in the county where the facility
will be located. The notice must:
(A) be at least two (2) columns wide by five (5) inches long;
(B) not be placed in the part of the newspaper where the legal notices and classified
advertisements appear; v
(C) include the time and date of the public weeting;
(D) state the exact place of the public meeting; and _
(E) have every effort made by the applicant and the department to coordinate the
publication date of the notice of the public meeting held by the applicant as
required by this subdivision with the publication date of the notice of public
hearing held by the department as required in subsection @qa).
(3) Conduct the public meeting as follows:
(A) Present a brief description of the location and operation of the proposed
facility.
(B) Indicate where copies of the application have been filed.
(C) If the applicant proposes a design alternative, the applicant must briefly
describe the alternative design.
(D) State that the department will accept written comments and questions from the
public on the permit application and announce the address of the department and
name of the person accepting comments on behalf of the department.



(E) Provide fact sheets on the proposed facility that have been prepared by the
department to the public. A department representative shall attend the meeting.
(F) Offer the opportunity for public comments and questions.

(G) Provide a copy of the published public notice as required in subsection (h).

(¢) Within five (5) days after the application has been deemed complete by the department,
the applicant shall place a copy of the complete application and any additional information that -
the departmnent requests at a library in the county where the facility will be located.

(f) The applicant shall pay the costs of complying with subsections (c) through (e) except
the applicant shall not be required to pay the costs of the public hearing notice when the notices
are coordinated with the department as required in subsection (d)(2)(E).

(g) Failure of the applicant to comply with subsections (c) through (f) may result in the
denial of the application by the department,

(b) Public notice must be made by the department as required by IC 5-3-1-2(h) after the
permit application is deemed completed. The public notice must meet the following requirements:

(1) Indicate where copies of the application are available for public review. -

(2) State that the department will accept comments from the public on the application for
at least thirty (30) days.

(3) Offer the opportunity for a public hearing on the application.

(4) The department shall publish the notice in accordance with IC 5-3-1-6.

(5) If the facility is within one (1) mile of the county boundary, the department will
- publish the notice in accordance with IC 5-3-1-6 in the adjacent county. '

(6) In addition to the requirements in IC §-3-1-6, the department shall publish the notice
in two (2) newspapers in the county where the facility is located, if there are two @)
newspapers of general circulation in the county.

(i) The department shall hold a public hearing as required by IC 13-7-10-2(b). The
following apply to a public hearing:

- (1) The department shall publish notice of the hearing as required in IC 5-3-1 and IC 5-3-2
in newspapers of general circulation in the county where the facility or proposed facility is
located.

(2) During a hearing, a person may testify within the time provided or submit written
comments, or both. The department wili consider testimony that is relevant to the require-
ments of the environmental protection acts and this article.

(Solid Waste Management Board: 329 IAC 10-12-1 ; filed Mar 14, 1996, 5:00 p.m.: 19 IR 1812)



